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him who bears false witness against as, is not well under- 
stood. 

It is for this class, principally, that we write. They are 
scattered over the interior and frontier portions of our country, 
particularly in the Southern and Western States ; and also m 
the British I^OTiaces. Oitr ministers ii> those portions of 
our Master's vineyard, see the want of a Review, and have 
called for it. Our laity, too* often have the books of Mr. 
Smith obtruded upon them by the opposers of our faith ; and 
though they knpw the character of the author and his state- 
ments, from our periodicals, yet they want a more complete 
Review, in more convenient form for lending; and by this 
means freat good may be accomplished, in removing preju- 
dice and implanting truth. 

In New England, generally, the case is different. Mr. 
Smith's influence there, has been very circumscribed. It has 
operated only on such as were uninformed, and could be kept 
uninformed, in regard to his character and the character of 
our denomination; Great pains have been taken to perpetu- 
ate their prejudices, and prevent their investigation ot this 
subject. This has been the principal object and the only 
hope of those who have countenanced and employed Mr. 
Smith, and lent their influence in the circulation of his books. 
They never expected to influence Universalists. But their 
aim has been, to check a Universalian tendency in their own 
ranks, especially among the younger portion of limitarian 
congregations. And many have undoubtedly been thus kept 
back from Universalism, for a season. 

It is not because of Mr. Smith's own influence or standing 
in society, that d Review of his writings was demanded ; but 
because he has been endorsed and countenanced by some of 
the most influential of the Orthodox ministry, his publications 
recommended by limitarian journals, and extensively adver- 
tised and sold by publishers and booksellers who will not 
keep a XJniversalist book upon their shelves. 

Our periodicals, which are extensively circulated, have 
given a brief outline of Mr. Smith's history and probable 
motives in his attacks. Where he has lectured, our ministers 
have generally given extemporaneous, verbal replies. But 
something more seems now desirable. 

Certain circumstances have created a strong reaction in the 
public mind ; and it is hoped that this work, by presenting a 
more minute and extended review of Mr. Smith's aspersions, 
than has yet appeared, may aid to loosen the bands of preju« 
dice and promote the spreaa of truth. 



AfkMher apoiogytif the writerite undertokinjf 'tbhviiiliftp 
sani task, is found in the lugeol, and long cooturoed aod ofi- 
repeated solicitations of some ef the meat eateemed and dis- 
tinguished of bis lay and ministerial breihrenb The peculiar 
qualifications they hare supposed him to possess for such a 
service, consisted in the fact of his having resided in the place 
which has been the principal theatre of Mr. Smith's career as 
an Orthodox minister. Daring the two and a half years of 
Mr. Smith's pa»toral labors as an Orthodox clergyman, in ' 
Nashua, New Hampshire, he and the writer of this '* Review,*' 
resided in the same street, and only a few doors asunder. 
This circumstance has given the writer an opportunity of 
knowic^, from personal observation, the walk ana conduct of 
Mr. Smith, under the influence of his new religious connec- 
tion, — the facts connected with his settlement and dismission 
in Nashua, and, to a considerable extent, the tone of feeling 
prevailing in the society that employed and dismiaaed him, 
and among bis Orthodox brethren in the ministry, in regard 
to his character and course. 

The reviewer can also claim, like the author, an eiq[)erience 
of " twelve years" in the Universalist ministry, with as good 
means of acquaintance with the denominational peculiarities 
of that people, and under circumstances certainhr as fiirorable 
for an impartial judgment of their merits, and, in some re- 
spects, much less adapted to awaken a spirit of prejudice, hos- 
tility and revenge. 

Among those who are in favor of a review of Mr. Smith's 
publications, many think that the " Review" should have been 
published earlier. From this view we respectfully dissent, 
from several considerations. 1. The Universalist public were 
already informed upon this subject, through the medium of 
our denominational papers. 2. The limitarian portion of 
the community, are better prepared to read this work now 
than they would have been before they had "summered and 
wintered " Mr. S. 3. The fact that Universalism has con- 
tinued to flourish, notwithstanding the unanswered attacks of 
Mr. S., must have carried to the minds of the candid, irre- . 
sistible evidence of the inherent vitality and permanency of 
that sentiment, and called to remembrance the words of 
Gamaliel, Acts 5 : 39, " If it be of God, ye cannot overthrow 
it." Mr. Smith says, in his. first publication, his Reply to 
Skinner, p. 31, " The anxiety of Universalists to convince the 
world that no dependence can be placed upon me, I am so 
changeable, betrays itself. They do not beHtw, it, \\. "^'b^ 
did, mey would be quiet till tl\at Ime c«tRfc vci^\iv3i!L "^«S 
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coald exalt over their opposeis. But they wish to antieipaie 
me, and to leave an impression upon the public mind, before I 
can be known or have time to speak for myself." I have 
never desired to anticipate Mr. S., with the Orthodox com- 
munity. The Universalists knew him long ago. He has 
now had over six years — more than half as long as he preached 
with us — to develop himself to our opposing brethren ; and we 
believe that he has become sufficiently known with them, to 
excuse us from the imputation of endeavoring to forestall him 
in their regards. 5. Many of the most important facts in this 
*' Review," especially those embraced in Chapter II., did not 
exist when Mr. Smith's principal work was first issued. 

Some good brethren with whom we have corresponded, in 
obtaining information in regard to some of our author's state- 
ments, have counselled us, in writing this " Review," to take 
our gloves off. In the necessary business of life, there are 
some things to be handled which it is unpleasant even to 
ioiick, but which, if we must handle, it were better to keep 
gloves on. We have aimed, however, in the present case, to 
remove all rubWsh from the path of Truth's progress as effec- 
tually as if we had worked bare-handed. 

Aside from its controversial character, as a refutation of the 
particular statements it reviews, it has been the aim of the 
writer to give this work a still more permanent value, as a 
complete yindication of the Moral Tendency of Universalism. 

With this apology, the work is submitted, with the kindest 
feelings towards Mr. Smith and all men, to the attentive and 
prayerful perusal of ** the candid and inquiring of all religious 
orders, and of the community in general," and especially to 
those of this character who have heard the lectures or perused 
the writings which are the subject of review. 

Norwich, O., 1847. 
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INTRODUCTION. 



Ths woiks which we shall have under zeview, in thk vol- 
ume, are, 

1. ^'A Reply to ths Psksonal Attack of Mb. O. A. 
Skinkeb, AMD Others. By M. Hale Smith. Botlon: 1641. 
12 mo., pp. 48. Published by the Author." 

2. " Uniyebsalism Examined, Renouncsd, Expood ; in 
a series of Lectures, eoabraciog the Experience of the Author 
during a ministry of twelve years, and the Testimony of Uni- 
versalist Ministers to the Dreadful Moral Tendency of their 
Faith. By Matthew Hale Smith. Twelfth Editioii. Boh 
Umi Tappan &: Dennet; 1844." 12 mo., pp. 396. 

3. ^^ Text-Book op Uniyersalism. By M. Hale Smith, 
for Twelve Years a preacher of Universalism. Salena: John 
P. Jewett &; Co.; 1845." 12 ma, pp. 67. 

These are the titles of three woriu, published during the 
last six years, by Rev. M. H* Smith, formerly connected with 
the UniversaUst, bat at present with the CongregBtiooalist 
ministry. The publishers of the first book mentioned, were 
prosecuted for libeU by Mr. J. B. Dods, whoee morat charac- 
ter was assailed in the pamphlet, ppi 41, 42 ; and they settled 
the ati^ by paying the costs of court. Mr. Dods was ibr- 
merly a Universalist minister ; but his connection with oiur 
ministry has ceased. We know nothing of the charges Mr. 
Smith published against him, save that on his praeecodon of 
the publishers, the defendants settled the afbir and paid the 
costs of court We have a certificate of this &ct» fixMn ^ 
clerk of the court. 

The second book eimmemted, is composed of the matter 

ixnUained in a "Series of Leetaret>" delx?ei«iL\^ ^QbA%»(dDKK 
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in Tuiotw towns and cities of New England, as also in New 
York, Baltimore and elsewhere. These lectures were lis- 
tened to, in many instances, by numerous audiences of various 
denominations. They have since been published ; the work, 
as indicated on the title-page, has passed through twelve edi- 
tions. It has been some four or five years before the public, 
and has been sold at private Jind auction sales^ at all prices, 
from one doUar to five cents per copy. Large quantities of 
tbe work, it is said, have been purchased by societies and 
clubs for the purpose of loaning and gratuitous circulation, by 
ike enemies of the doctrine of God's Universal Grace, and 
with, the design of checking the prevalence of Universalian 
sentiments, especially among the Orthodox congregations of 
New England. 

TiiB third and last book in the category, is, in part, a con- 
densation and repetition of portions of die first and second. 
The remainder of this pamphlet, found in the first part, is the 
substance of a Lecture on the Origin of Universalism and the 
Character of its Founders, prepared for delivery before the 
members of the Andover Theological Seminary, probably to 
check the tendency to Universalism in that Institution. It 
was, however, originally delivered to the author's society, in 
Nashua, N. H., on Sunday evening. May 4th, 1846. Many 
of his congregation were very much mortified at the perform- 
ance, and Mr. S. sent in his resignation, as pastor of that 
church and society, on or before the next Sabbath. 

This lecture was subsequently delivered, as originally de- 
signed, at Andover ; but with what degree of satisfaction to 
the students and faculty, the reviewer has never learned. If 
they voted a request for its publication, that request does n\>t 
appear in the work. This fact is presumptive evidence that 
the dish was not altogether palatable at Andover. 

In this lecture, as originally delivered in Nashua and re- 
peated at Andover, there was a gross and shameful libel upon' 
Kev. Thomas Whittemore and others. After its delivery at 
Aese places, the author contracted for its publication at the 
office of Mr. S. N. Dickinson, in Boston. The cotitract wad 
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xMde with the foreman of the office, Mr. Moody. After a 
large part of the work was in type, the proof-reader, Mr. 
Oakes^ suspected that it was libelk>us. Counsel was taken 
of an attorney, Edward Blake, Esq., of Boston, who pro- 
noanced it libellous. The type was then distributed and the 
manuscript returned to the author. He afterwards procured 
its publication in Salem, omitting the libel on Rev. Mr. Whit* 
temore. He, however, retained his slanders of Mr. Murray, 
probably because he knew that Mr. M. had no surriving rela- 
tives to protect his reputation. 

Such is the character oi those publications which professed 
Christians, and eyeo ministers, hare taken so much pains to 
circulate, to the prejudice of a people, professing, like them- 
selves, belief in the Bible and the Saviour, and differing from 
them only in regard to the office of that Saviour and the suc- 
cessfulness of his mission. And if the civil law had not more 
restraining influence over these Christians than the doctrines 
they call the gospel, these publications would have been even 
still more scurrilous and slanderous. 

It is not the design of the reviewer to follow the author, in 
the order h^ has adopted, nor to take up his books separately, 
for examination ; but to collect from ail these publications, the 
principal items, and arrange them under their respective 
heads, enumerated in the contents of this '* Review," refer- 
ring, in each quotation, to the book and page where the pas- 
sage may be found. 

In these references, for the sake of abbreviation and con- 
venience, the reviewer will designate the diflerent publications 
of the author as follows : 

** 1st book*' (referring to the " Reply to the Personal Attack 
of Mr. O. A. Skinner and othere.") 

"2d book" (referring to " Universalism Examined, Re- 
nounced, Exposed.") 

" 3d book" (referring to the " Text-Book of Universalism.") 

And where no book is mentioned, but simply the page des- 
ignated, the reference is always to the principal work, viz.^ 
** Universalism Examined, Renounced^ Exgioa^r ^« 
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TIm lat hook, being out of print, the wriler coold not obtain 
a copy fof. wtemmsBf until this work wes mostly written. 
Consequently, the review of that work is not so full as of the 
other two. 

The word Orthodox is used in this work, generally, in the 
New England sense, to designate the Presbyterian, Congre- 
gationalist and Dutch Reformed denominations, who differ only 
in matters of church government and discipline. The word 
limUarianf is used as a generic term, embracing all believers 
in endless punishment, or the annihilation of the wicked ; — 
all who limit the esrtent of salvadon. The word partudist 
has been used but seldom, and then, as synonymous with 
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CHAPTER I. 

HR. SMITH'S REUGIOUS EXPERIBNCB. 

He that is first in his own cause seeractb just $ bat his neighbor cometb 
and searcheth him. ProT. zfiii. 17. 

Mr. Smith has occupied the first fifty-four pages of his 
largest work, with what he calls his " Religious Experience." 
This constituted^, also, the first of his course of lectures 
against TJniversalism, from which the book in question was 
compiled. In speaking of this portion of the book, our first 
duty will be to correct some misstatements in regard to his 
early religious education. 

According to the testimony of Mr. Smith's own family, he 
has made some misrepresentations on this point. 

He says, on pages 7 and 8 : — 

''Those who have enjoyed early rehgioas instraction, who in 
youth have been counselled, and in early life have been taught, of 
God ; who have grown up under impressions made around the family 
altar, and have aS their life been foUowed by religious influences, — 
can poorly sympatiiize with me. I never enjoyed early religious 
instruction. In my father's house there was no family altar; no 
voice of prayer was there heard ; no reading the Bible as an act of 
worship. I never enjoyed the benefit of Sabbath school instruction ; 
no friend told me of uod ; no one instructed me to lisp his name, or 
fear his law. I have no recollection of having ever passed a night in 
my life, till I was more th^ twenty years of age, in a house in which 
there was family prayer, or the reading of the Bible, as an act of reli- 

gious worship The Sabbath I was taught to regard as 

a day of rest from toil, but not from sport ; and no one who had 
influence upon my childhood interposed any restraint firom my doing 
my own pleasure upon the holy Si^bath." 

We have repeatedly heard, from persons of undoubted 
truth, that Mr. Smith's father, the well known Elder EAisvs. 
Smith, had declared these statemeuta oi \^ ^atlV^Xs^^s^s^ 

2* 
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cruelly trntrae ; and that the old gentleman felt much affgrieved 
by these misrepresentations. He has said that he early strove 
to inculcate sentiments of piety and virtue upon the noinda 
of his children. We never applied to the old gentleman for 
a certificate upon the subject, presuming that he would feel 
a delicacy in certifying; vmat vrould 1 virtually impeach the 
veracity of a son, even though that son could cast reproach 
upon the Christian character of a father, in his old age. 

Elder Smith has recently deceased. Since his death, we 
have visited his widow, the step-mother of our author, an 
excellent and accomplished woman, and learned from her 
lips the evasive and deceptive character of these statements 
of her step-8on« Since that visits I have obtained some fur- 
ther information from Mrs. S., by correspondence, through a 
friend. She went into the family of Elder Smith when 
Matthew was very young. She says that her husband had 
no stated hours for Bible reading ; but that the Bible was 
read very frequently and much at lengthy in the family, and 
was his favorite theme of family conversation. She also 
states that until Matthew was grown up and the family 
were dispersed, her husband was accustomed to invoke the 
divine blessing, most fervently, at the family table. And, 
moreover, that he baptized his sons, Matthew H. and Daniel 
D., at the same time, when Matthew was but a youth. He 
baptized them as adherents to the sect called Christians, of 
which their father was, at that time, a minister, and they 
were frequent exhorters in the meetings of that people. 

In regard to the Sabbath, she was surprised at the state- 
ment above quoted, and said she was not aware, till she 
heard it read, that there was anything quite so strong as 
that, in his book, never having perused it. She said the 
family were never under the necessity of restraining Mat- 
thew from " ?oiZ," either upon the Sabbath or any other day. 
But the Sabbath he was taught to regard, not only as a 
day of rest, but of religious worship. And she was careful 
to take him with her to meeting, on .that day, and to watch 
him when there. 

Mrs. SmiUi said, it was very unpleasant for her to be 
under the necessity of speaking urtfavorably of any one. 
But when duty required it of her, as in this case, to defend 
a venerable father, whose earthly remains had been so 
recently laid in the tomb, from the misrepresentations of his 
erring son, and to defend herself and the truth, she should 
speak. 
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the decease of Elder SmiA, an article appeaiod in 
tke '* Christian Herald," an organ of ^e Christian sect, from 
which W6 make the following extracts : — 

*' Elder Elias Smith wis bom in Lyme, Connectieot, Jane 17, 
1769, and from the 3ge of thirteen, was brought op in Woodrtoek^ 
Vermont, where he experienced conversion at tke age of sixteen, 
and was baptised, and united with a Baptist church. He commenced 
preaching when twentr-one years of affe, and was ordained at Lee, 
New Hampshire, in August, 1793, when twenty-three yean old. 
He continued a regular Baptist minister about twelve years, and was 
much respected by the ministers and churches of that denomina- 
tion 

'' In 1803, he commenced preaching boldly upon these principles 

{of the Christians] wherever doors were opened Great 

and extensive reformations immediately commenced and spread 
through his instrumentality. He travelled in all directions, and both 
preachers and churches were rapidly raised up in several of the New 
England States 

** For some years past, he has preached but little, and has proba* 
bly been very friendly in his feelings towards Universalnts and oth- 
ers ; while his age and infirmities have been increasing upon him. 

*^ I believe Elder Smith has always had the reputation of being a 
strictly moral man, in the midst of all his changes. When any of 
his old friends called upon him, he felt strong emotions of kindness 
and gratitude, and it was generally very pleasant to hear him con- 
verse upon the scriptures, which werefarmliar to him, 

'* Few men ever possessed so tenacious a memory, or so easy a 
communication, as did Elder Smith." 

How does all this agree with the statements of his dutiful 
son? 

Mr. Smith's own brother^ Rev. D. D. Smith, writes the 
following, under date of May 20, 1842 : — 

'* The descriptions he (Matthew H. Smith) gives of his eariy life 
and conversion, are so untrue to nature, that we recognize nothing 
of resemblance in his biography to the actual history. He has fol- 
lowed a wild imagination, and its fitful wanderings have caused him 
to do great injustice to those of whom he professes to write. He has 
prepared for himself thf bread of sorrow, humiliation and shame. 
We know that the most prominent statements in his book are false. 

D. D. 3mith." 

Not only do Mr. Smith's relatives impeach his account of 
his own religious education, but he seems to contradict him- 
self upon this point. On page 51, is the following admis- 
sion : — 

"I have said that nearly all my near relatives were Universalista* 
There is an exception to tlus remark *, and ^<i\ tmX uvqdl^ Sx^^- ^^^^^ 
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do inpnfeioe to ihe best fiiead I ever had. My own mother ww not 
a UiUTenalist. She was a leligioua woman. I have no remen^ 
brance of her ; for she died before my memory received any impres- 
sions of her words or looks. 1 cannot recall anything in relation to 
her. But those who knew her well, speak of her piety and love for 
tiie things of God. I was her youngest child ; and she wished to 
live to train me up for God, and to guide me in the way of life. 
Very early in my life, I was made acquainted with her djring employ- 
ment. As death approached, she csdled for me, and took me in her 
arms, and pressed me to her bosom with her dying embrace. Her 
last tears were shed for me ; her last breath was spent in prayer to 
God for my wel&re and my salvation. It was her dying petition 
that I might be saved from impiety and sin, and become a useful 
Christian. That death-bed, and the last moments of my mother, 
have never left my mind, since first I was told of her dying hours.'* 

Does this look as if Mr. Smith's friends took no interest 
in his religious education? "Very early in life" he 
" was made acquainted " with his mother's dying prayer 
that he " might be saved from impiety and sin, and become 
a useful Christian." And yet he had said, on page 7, " No 
friend told me of God; no one instructed me to lisp his 
name, or fear his law." Who, then, could have made him 
thus early acquainted with his mother's " dying employ- 
ment," and so impressed it upon his memory that it never 
after left his mind ? Here is an inconsistency. 

In speaking of this portion of his book, (his " Religious 
Experience,") he says, on pages 6 and 7 : — 

** Indeed, did I consult my own feelings, I should strike this lec- 
ture from my course. It is not pleasant thus to speak of myself, to 
recall harrowing and painful scenes. Nor do I attach importance 
enough to my personal feelings, to give them the prominence which 
they hold in this lecture, ffut my friends, in whose judgment I 
place more confidence than in my own, have urged me not to omit it, 
as it seems desirable that the process should accompany the result." 

We do not wonder at Mr. Smith's reluctance on this sub- 
ject ; for his " Experience," imperfect and full of important 
omissions as it is, still contains some things quite unfavora- 
ble to his purpose, and which, had he and his imprudent 
advisers the foresight to discern it, tend much to diminish 
the weight of his testimony in regard to the soundness or 
moral value of any system of religious doctrine he may have 
advocated or renounced. We refer to his evident 
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IlfSTABILITY, AlfB WANT OF CASDOB, AND FATIBNGS VOE 

INVESTIGATION. 

It seems that, very early in his ministry, his faith was 
shaken in the moral power of Unirersalism and the sincer- 
ity of its ministers, by what occurred at an Association. (See 
pp. 14 and 15.) Yet he continued to preach. 

Again, a few years after, he was severely tried, on this 
same point, by the immorality of young men who attended 
on his ministry in Hartford. (See page 17.) Still he con- 
tinued to labor in the ministry. Indeed, he says, in this 
same connection, *' I had taken my opinions on religion, sec* 
ond hand, from the oracles of Universalism, as my aissociates 
had done ; and was entirely ignorant of the doctrines and 
character of the Orthodox community." 

What a state of preparation for the ministry ! — especially 
for a Universalist minister, who would necessarily come in 
contact with the doctrines ** of the Orthodox community " at 
every step, and who ought to have studied them carefully, 
and been well qualified to convert their advocates to the truth 
of Universal Grace. Mr. S. represents his " associates" in 
the ministry as being in the same condition with himself. 
But the voluminous and able controversial works of Ballon 
and Balfour and others, published previous to ^is time, will 
show, to all the candid and discerning, that Mr. S. judged 
his associates by the dim light of his own mind. And yet, 
Mr. S. and his present associates pretend that he was one of 
the leading ministers of the Universalist denomination 1 

These doubts, it seems, finally overthrew his reason. He 
says, p. 18 : — 

'' Troubled with anxious doubts, pained with the moral results of 
my faith, worn down by anxiety and incessant labor, I was reduced 
by disease ; the hand of sickness was laid upon me ; and in a moment 
of delirium I revealed what was paseiDg in my mind. My whole 
theme, during my alienation, was Univeraalism, its tendency, and the 
insufficiency of the proof by which it was supported. I wrote much 
and talked much upon this subject. I suDeequently learned that I 
had held conyersations with Rev. Dr. Hawes and Kev. 1^. Fitch, 
upon the subject of Universalisni." 

At a future period, when these doubts returned, he wrote 
to Mr. Fitch, for information in regard to the developments 
oi his own mind, in the interyiewis he had with Mr. F., 
when in a state of delirium. Mr. F. micsctCA VascL^icsfi^'^s^ 
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reasons he (Mr. S.) at that time urged for renoancing Uni- 
Tersalism, were the three following, (see p. 21) : — 

*' 1. That the passaffea of Scripture on which you had relied for 
support of the doctrine did not prove h. S. That yoa found a large 
claas of passages which taught a doctiine contrary to it. 3. The 
fruits of Uie doctrine." 

Yet Mr. S. recovered from this delirium, and preached 
Universalism afterwards, in Hartford, Quincy, Haverhill and 
Salem, for five years, declaring his faith unshaken and 
putting on new earnestness of manner. But it seems that 
these pretensions were insincere, and that he« still had 
doubts, and continued, secretly, still to vacillate. 

He says, pp. 22-3 : — 

<* I have already said, that, before I left Hartford, I had adopted 
the doctrine of limited future punishment. It seemed to me that the 
Bible did reveal future retribution, and that no good could attend the 
preaching that assured men that, if they could but reach the grave, 
reach it how they might, they would be saved ; and that though they 
should die in their sins, they would not be excluded from heaven. 
In a practical point of view, the effect was the same as the preaching 
of ultra Universalism. As punishment was to end in eternal bhss, 
those who adopted these views had little care, wheth^ it was limited 
to this life or ran over into the next. 

'* By adopting the doctrine of future punishment, I found myself in- 
volved in diffic^ties that endangered my faith in the salvation of all 
men. If the reasoning were sound by which I proved limited future 
punishment, then endless punishment was true ; for the same reasons 
which demand /trftzrc punishment would demand its perpetuity.*^ 

Again, on p. 26 : — 

" Considerations such as these made me indescribably wretched. 
I could not give up my faith in the salvation of all men ; I could not 
deny the doctrine of future retribution ; nor could I separate &ture 
punishment from endless death." 

Again, on pp. 27-8: — 

'' To succeed at all, I was compelled to dismiss the subject of man's 
destiny altogether from my sermons, and say nothing in respect to 
the final salvation of all men. I could neither deny nor defend the 
doctrine. And I thought, if I should dwell upon the practical duties 
of life, and preach upon moral subjects, I might relieve myself from 
trouble upon this point. I wholly changed my style of preaching, 
and attempted to instruct men in relation to the duties which belong 
to this life. This change in the subjects of my sermons, was soon 
noticed, and complained of." 
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We have now seen that he made three experiments in 
preaehing. He first took up the doctrine of no future pun^ 
ishmeTity " second hand," without investigation, and preached 
that a few years. He next tried the doctrine of limited 
future jmniskmentj with no better success. He does not 
inform us that he first investigated the subject, and became 
convinced that the Scriptures taught this doctrine. It was 
merely an experiment. His third experiment was to preach 
-no doctrine at aU, hut simply to enforce ^* the practical duties 
of life." 

It was in consequence of this state of mind, as Mr. S. 
represents, that he sent in his letter to his society in Salem. 
(See pp. 29, 30.) Yet in that letter, it will be perceived, 
he says not a word of his doubts on the subject of doctrine. 
He had been twic^e under discipline for misconduct, and re- 
fiised to be longer connected with the Universalists, as a 
deriomination. But at the same time, he declares, in this 
same letter, that he had "received no new revelation of 
theological faith." 

He continues, p. 31 : — 

'' Many of my friends urged me to preach to them for a few weeks. 
As I was not decided what to do, nor where to locate m3rself, I yielded 
to their request. This taking myself away from the denomination of 
Universalists, and renouncing the name, was simply to obey ' the 
voice of duty.' It was a great step to take, but I was not at rest. 
The same voice commanded me again, and I could not refuse to 
obey. I was assailed with doubts in respect to the truth of the idea 
that all men would be saved. The threatenings of the Bible were 
many, and they were awful. Much of the reasoning employed to 
prove that all men would be saved, I was certain was unsound." 

Here it seems he made a second review of Universal- 
ism. Having taken it up in the first place, " second hand, 
from the oracles of Universalism," preached it some seven 
years, then reviewed it and preached it some five years 
longer, he now commences a second review, — p. 31 : — 

" To satisfy myself, I resolved to review the whole matter. I 
collected the threatenings of the Bible, with all the objections that I 
knew to exist against IJniversalism, and placed them together. I 
then selected aU the texts of Scripture, and the arguments used in 
defence of Universalism ; and determined to examine them, to be 
faithful to myself, and abide by the result. I felt in some measure 
the responsibility that rested upon me, and the awful hazard I was 
running in encouraging the wicked to hope for life, though they turn 
not from their wicked way. I went to this work with a tce\s&Usi%^ 
and, I trust, a prayerful spirit." 
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But his attention was called hese, a second time, to ex* 
perimental as well as doctrinal considerations. He tells us, 
on p. 8, that this subject claimed his attention in early life.. 
But he says, p. 33 : — 

*' With me, religion had been s mere theory. I had a system to 
defend, and mdst defend it. But now, my attention was turned to 
the subject of personal piety, — to the question whether 1 had met 
with that change, and formed that chaiacter, which the Bible de- 
clared to be essential to salvation. I ieh that there was a reality ia 
religion, which I had never known, a power that I had never enjoyed. 
I longed for sometlung that would take hold of my own heart, and 
allow me to speak to the hearts of my fellow-men. I was now, in a 
measure, afloat. I had no settled opinions upon religion. On what 
side soever I turned, I found difficulties ; and on all sides, the horizon 
was black indeed." 

Mark this language : — *' 7 was now in a measure qftoat, 
I had no stilled opinions upon religion;^* and never had 
had, according to his own showing. 

Our author again acknowledges, p. 60 : — 

*' In the course of my ministry, as I became familiar with men and 
opinions, I could not but be impressed vrith the fact that a great many 
wise and good men received the doctrines which I rejected. Many 
of them stood high as men of sense and sound discernment. These 
men would be confided in, as to other matters. How, then, could 
they receive doctrines which, to my mind, were so contrary to reason? 
How could they discover their faith in the Bible, when I knew it 
taught no such thing? I thought much, read much, and was much 
perplexed upon this subject." 

This is a state of mind very singular and unwarrantable, 
for one boldly proclaiming universal salvation, and receiving 
a good living for that service, from those who all the time 
supposed him established and sincere. And does it not show 
great weakness in a man, thus to be pinning his faith on the 
sleeves of other men ? Such a criterion of religious faith 
would keep us all in continual vacillation. " A great many 
wise and good men," who have "stood high as men of sense 
and sound discernment," have belonged to almost every sect. 
Many such have been Catholics ; as Fenelon and Cheverus, 
Many such have been Unitarians ; as Buckminster and Chan-i 
ning. Many such have been Methodists, Baptists, Episco** 
palians, Presbyterians, and XJniversalists ; as Wesley, Mall, 
Watson, Blair, and Winchestert And does not Mr. Smith's 
own account of his own experience, show in him, as we have 
fitated, a great want of patient investigation, decision, ^ and 
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pomaaaeiicy of impressioii ? And can any great importance 
be attacked to his changes, his renunciation or espousal of 
any system ? 

but instability is not the worst feature exhibited in this 
narrative. There seems to be, also, 

WANT OF SmCERtTY AND INTBGRnT. 

He says, p. 26, that to remove his own doubts upon the 
subject, he wrote a sermon, in which he arrayed all that he 
could think of, in defence of Universalism. "I wrote it 
under the influence of the most tormenting doubts, to re- 
move those doubts, if possible. But the e^rt uhu not suc' 
cessfid.*^ Ought he not, then, in all honesty, to have aban- 
doned preaching ? 

Again, p. 28 : ** Though I was not now an advocate of 
Universalism, — though for months I had ceased to teach 
that all would be saved, — still I was known as a Univer- 
salist preacher. I was settled over a Universalist congrega- 
tion, and my influence was exerted in favor of their Jbiown 
sentiments.'* Yes, and receiving a salary of a tkdtutand 
dollars a year ! Was this honest or consistent ? 

Again, he says, on p. 32, describing his feelings after his 
second review of the claims of Universalism : " I arose from 
this investigation firmly persuaded that Universalism was 
supported neither by reason nor revelation ; that it was as 
false in theory as it was destructive in practice. But, * What 
is truth ? ' * What shall I preach ? ' were questions more easily 
put than solved." By this it seems to have been a settled 
thing with Mr. S., that he must preach. The great difficulty 
was what to preach, being " in a measure afloat," and having 
"no settled opinions upon religion." Would it not have 
been more in accordance with Christian honesty to have 
discontinued preaching, and retired to private life, for a 
season of calm and prayerful investigation? 

This propensity to preach, at all hazards, is further appar- 
ent on p. 45. In describing his condition, after his second 
renunciation of UniversaKsm, and while in negotiation with 
the Orthodox of Salem, to join their ministry, he says ; " I 
laid my head upon my pillow, but not to sleep. The next 
day I was to meet the Association of Salem, pass an examin- 
ation, be received as a Christian minister, or be declared un- 
worthy of confidence. I felt that, in a great measure, my 
fotorn usefidfiem and happiness depended upon the action of 
th« Aisocaation." Such was his solicitude in te^dX^V^Vv^ 
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'* future usefiilness " as " a Christian miimter^'* erea when 
entirely unestablished in any form of religious faith, '< in a 
measure afloat," and having ** no settled opinions upon re^ 
ligion." That he was thus unestablished, ne subsequently 
again admits, pp. 47-8 : — 

" But my disease did more than lay me low. It ga^e an instability 
to my views and feelings that I could not controL My mind was 

goomy. Upon the strict eternity of punishment I had some doubt, 
o backwun I could not ; advance I could not, until with my whole 
soul I could subscribe to all the doctrines of the gospel. It was 
during this season of mental gloom and vacillation upon the etemihf 
of future punishment, that the shout went up that I had returned ts 
Universalism.'* 

What kind of shouts those were and how truthful is this 
representation, will be seen by the following remarks, which 
appeared, at this period of Mr. Smith's experience, in the 
* Christian Freeman,' and the * Trumpet,* Universalist 
papers published in Boston. 

The following is from the * Christian Freeman ' of August 
14,1840: — 

'* As our readers have doubtless all along felt desirous to know 
what should be the end of this matter, we wUl now inlbrm them that 
Mr. S. has visited different places for his health, and has recently 
made a visit at Salem, lectured in Mechanics' Hall in that city, and 
renounced all favor for the doctrine of endless misery, and all connec- 
tion with the Calvinist denomination, and asserted that what has 
taken place, identifying him with that sect, was owing to ill health, 
and a feeble, wandering state of mind. 

*' We have always cherished a tender sympathy, and the kindest 
feelings towards Mr. Smith, but could never approve his errors. 
And it is our decided opinion that a man in his circumstances should 
never more place himself before the pubUc as a religious teacher, in any 
order of Christians. Taking all his difficulties to have resulted from 
constitutional, physical infirmity, and to be subjects of pity rather 
than of censure, we still think him an un suitable man for the Chris- 
tian ministry. He had better move in some other sphere of action. 
If, under the Mosaic economy, even a bodily defect disqualified one 
for the priestly office, surely a constitutional infirmity, which often 
afiecis the mind, and the essential religious sentiments of the mind, 
ought to be regarded as a disqualification for the Christian ministry. 
The labors of the religious teacher are designed to operate upon the 
community of mind, and these writhings, and contortions, and 
overtumings of the minister's diseased mind, work great injury upon 
many, and especially upon the weaker and more unsettled minds, in 
the community. The Christian teacher should grow in grace, and 
in the knowledge of truth. But when he oocasionally iH^iiffleB off 
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and on, backward and forwaid, upon the w w cnti ftl doetrines of Cbn§- 
tian faith, when professing long to have investigated and nndentood 
them, he should no longer lay claim to our con&ence. 

** We wish Br. Smith much prosperity and happiness in some 
suitable employment. ' ' 

The following is from an article in the 'Tmmpot' of 
August 8, 1840 : — 

** Our readers will learn firom this, that Mr. Smith has made a full 
renunciation of his recently-embraced Orthodoxy, and abjured all con- 
nection with the Orthodox party. They would receive no warning 
word from the Universalists in regard to Mr. Smith's movements ; 
everything we said, was marked as persecution. They are now 
obliged to suffer the mortification which we believed would sooner or 
later come upon them, although we must confess, it has come sooner 
than we expected. There are hanging about all sects a sort of vao- 
illating, time-serving men, who are generally regarded as a kind of 
refuse stock. There have been such among us, and perhaps we are 
not rid of all of them yet ; but the sooner we do get nd of them, the 
better. Such men can do no good ; they are a damage wherever 
they go. Can the enemies of Universalism point to an instance of 
any man of good standing among them that they have obtained fiom 
our ranks ^ The ffood men stay with us ; theur sympathies are with 
us ; they truly and sincerely believe the doctrine we profess. But it 
is a solemn fact, {our enemies may believe it or not, as they please,) 
the few instances they have seen of conversion from Universalism to 
Partialism are found in those men, who can be rooted and grounded 
in nothing, — or who are seeking theb own good, and not the 
advancement of religion, and i^o are dangerous to any denomination 
of Christians with whom they might connect themselves. It is not 
always possible to tell at first who are unsound or unprincipled ; but 
as soon as their characters are developed, they will lose their stand- 
ing and influence among us. 

" Different persons in the community take different views of Mr. 
Smith's case. Whichever way we look at it, he is an unfortu- 
nate man. Some suppose him to be afflicted with intermitting 
derangement; others feel themselves compelled to think, however 
painful the thought, that his conduct cannot be accounted for on the 
principles of sincerity and honesty. But in either case, whether we 
^ adopt the one conclusion, or the other, the result is the same so far 
as Mr. Smith's labors are concerned ; for we cannot see how any 
person can entertain a doubt that he is an unsafe man for the 
Christian ministry.^'* 

Mark the dates of these two extracts. Both were published 
in the month of August, 1840, just after Mr. Smith's second 
renunciation of Orthodoxy, and second return to Universal- 
ism. And both speak discouragingly of Mr. Smitk ^^^x 
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remiimiig tlieni&kteiuJ office in our denominatioii. In len 
than five months after, he joined the Orthodox. 
Again, on page 67, we read : — 

" PersonB would often Tistt me when tioubled with doubts upon 
the doctrine of UniTersalism. They would desiie me to remoTe an 
objection, or explain a text of Scripture. I have often succeeded in 
removing their doubts, and have sent them away satisfied, while the 
matter was by no means cieaxed up to my own mind." 

Alas fbt such candor in a Christian minister! Do our 
Orthodox brethren think that we are very unfortunate in the 
loss of such a one from oar denomination? We would 
heartily have commended to Mr. Smith, had we known his 
state of mind at these periods, the advice contained in the 
letter addressed to him by Doctor Hawes, recorded on page 
39, of his " Experience." " If you cannot preach Univer- 
salism thr&iigh and through^ with perfect confidence of its 
truth and fitness to turn men from Satan unt6 Gody then 
have no coz^nection with it." These words were written 
under dat^ of '' Apiil 24> 1840." And yet Mr. S. continued 
to preach to as many Universalists as retained any confi- 
dence in htm, a^ kte as five months afterwards. This will 
hereafter be shown. 

Another point here presents itself. Mr. S. now asserts, 
that, from the time of his interview with Dr. Hawes, in Hart- 
ford, in 1835, his mind had ruver been free from doubts of 
the soundness and moral efiSicacy of Universalism. He says, 
in his letter to Dr^ H;, bearing date, ** Salem, April 21, 
1840:" "I have never been satisfied. Agitated, anxious, 
doubting, miserable; preaching in the face of evidence I 
could neither ^insay nor withstand." And again, in the 
same letter, " These doubts, this rending anxiety of years^ 
coTitinuance, have driven me well nigh to despair." — Pages 
3^7. 

According to this, he had been thus doubting from 1835 
to 1840; and yet, during that period, he pretended to be 
perfectly established. This will be seen by an article pub- 
lished by him in * The Universalist and Laaies' Repository/ 
(a monthly paper) for April, 1837. Here it follows : — 
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*^ REFLECTIONS ON DEATH; OB THE TEST OF FAITH. 
ILLUSTEATSD BT INCIDENTS FOUNDED OF FACTS. 

INCIDENT III. 

** The instance related in this article, illustrating the tendency of 
faith in the hour of death, fell under my observation while residing in 
the city of H, 

** Among the families that attended the Uniyersalist meeting in H., 
there was one by the name of F. And with the last moments of 
Mrs. F. this article has to do. In early life, Mrs. F. united herself 
with a Baptist church, and walked in the sincerity of her heart, in all 
its ordinances, for many years. But while a member of that church, 
she was never happy ; her heart was too generous, her feelings were 
too benevolent to receive with gladness the preachmg of endless woe. 
A mind naturally so amiable and affectionate, was prepared to receive a 
better faith, and believe in a milder, a more glorious truth. Mrs. F. 
often accompanied her husband to the house of worship, where the 
unlimited mercy and goodness of God were proclaimed ; and after 
she had listened a few times to the evidences which the preacher 
offered, in proof that God will reconcile the world to himself, and 
bring home al^his erring children, she felt her heart respond to these 
sentiments ; and her better feelings, with the whole current of her 
affections ran in unison with that doctrine ; she. embraced it with her 
whole heart, and entered fully into the joy of the believer. 

'^ As a consequence resulting from such a belief she was excom- 
municated from the church; her former friends either forsook her 
entirely, or spoke in unfeeling tones of her awful delusion, and of 
the horror that would attend her when prostrated upon a bed of sick-* 
ness with no hopes of recovery. 

*' It pleased God to cut Mrs. F. down in the bloom of life, and 
call her away from the society of which she was an ornament. She 
was summoned home in the spring time of her existence, leaving a 
kind husband and three children to mourn her loss. Her sickness 
was long and painful ; the consumption wasted away her frame, 
alternately filling her with hope and disappointment. For months 
she waited her summons to leave this world, feeling sure that the 
messenger of God could not be far distant. She had therefore, a 
sufficient length of time to consider her end, and not only to prepare to 
leave all that she held dear, but also to test her &ith, and to know from 
solemn experience whether it would afford her a firm support, or leave 
her hopeless and comfortless in the hour of death. I have been at 
the bedside of many persons who have been called home ; but I never 
knew an instance of such perfect resignation in sickness and pain -« 
such firm and unshrinking reliance on God, such a triumph of faith, 
as was manifested in this instance. Mrs. F.'s was a lively hope, a 
faith that worked by love, and her exit was calm as the summer set- 
ting sun. She often spoke of her departure, repeatedly assured het 
friends, that her faith afforded her conataivt ^^jc^^ %sA NiXsi^iek "^c^ 

3* 



30 BEVIBW. 

fyoen of an her friends were clouded with sorrow, hers alone W9» 
lighted np with the placidness of resi^atioo, while the snuJeof jot and 
hope, reirted upon her countenance. And when some anxious niead 
would ask if she did not repine at the bitter lot awarded to her, and 
murmur that she was to be so soon removed from all that was lovely 
and endearing, she would reply : * Oh God is very good ; his 
time is alwaya the best ; I am ready to abide his pleasure ; I am 
willing to die ; I have no wish to live, but for the sake of my beloved 
husband, and my dear children.' 

*^ It was a beautiful morning in the month of May, when the fam^ 
ily were called together to take leave of one of the most aiftiable and 
good of our race. It was fhe holy Sabbath; all nature seemed 
hushed in repoee; the hum of business was not heard; all was 
quiet. On my way from meeting I called to sec my friend ; the sol* 
cmn stillness within — the gathering of the whole family in the 
chamber oS uekness, the half suppressed sobs, the violent out-break- 
ing of grief, the manly tears that were coursing down the cheeks of 
all present, told metW the event which all had so long expected 
was near at hand. As I gazed on the countenance of Mrs. F. there 
seemed to be an expression of holy resignation in her cbuntenance ; 
a sweet smile rested upon her face as she assured her friends that she 
was happv — heippy in her faith, hs^py in the blessed assurance that 
they all uiould meet again — i^ took leave of all her friends, and 
the scene of parting with her little son was affecting beyond descrip- 
tion. 

'* A friend vras near her side, who was a member of the Baptist 
church at the time Mrs. F. was in that communion. She asked the 
feeble sufl^xer if her faith was sustaming. Mrs. F. replied, — * O 
yes, I find in it all that I can desire — an anchor it proves to my 
feeble heart. I can say with the sweet singer of our Israel, 



" Jesus can make a dying bed,- 
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She paused — the lamp of life flickered a moment — the silver cord 
of existence snapped ; a rattle in the throat, a slight eiNivulsion, and 
all was still. And beautiful in death lay the bo^iy of our departed 
sister. 

*' I sympathized with the afflicted family, but I could not sorrow 
as those who have no hope. I had just seen the triumphs of faith, 
and I could only raise my voice in prayer to God that such a death 
might be mine ; and that the glorious fahh whidi sustained my friend, 
might attend me to the tomb. 

'^ Considering then, our frailty, realizing that at the best we are chil- 
dren of woe* and suffering, let us avoid that miserable scheme which 
leaves us to the sport of passion and blinded chance — let us also avoid 
the vnthering power of endless death, and embrace the gospel of peace 
and salvation. Then shall we be happy in Hfe — he cheerful and 
resigned in death. m. u. 8." 

'^^ Haverhill, Mass,'' 
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Sackk vmB " Hn. F.," a member of the UiuTeTsalist soci- 
ety ia Hartlbrdi of which Mt« S. says, p. 16, ** My wannest 
peisoDal friends, thc«e the mdst regtilar in their attendance 
on preaching, the most liberal in Sieir support of Univer- 
salism, women as well as men, were frank enough to tell me, 
in my parochial visits, that they had no more fJEuth in the 
Bible than they had in the Koran ! " 

The reader will no longer be surprised at Mr. Smith's 
reluctance to publish this portion of his book, though he may 
doubt the good judgment of those friendi who urged him 
" not to omit it." 

But Mr. S. appears to less disadvantage, if possible, in 
what he has inserted than in what he has omitted of his his* 
tory. Those facts which had evidently the most important 
bearing upon his renunciations and his final connection with 
the Orthodox ministry, are entirely omitted in this chapter 
of '* Experience," in lus larger work. This was perhaps abo 
owing to the advice of friends. It will be our next duty, 
and a most unpleasant one, to supply these omitted facts. 

FACTS CONNECTED WITH MK. SMITH'S FIRST RENXTNCIATION. 

Mr. Smith's first renunciation o( Universalism was in 
Hartford, in the month of May, 1835, and, as Mr. S. staten 
in his book, during a period of delirium. Many of the Uni- 
versalists in Hartford, at the time, thought otherwise. The 
writer of this Review spent some time in that city soon after 
Mr. S. had closed his labors there, in the spring of 1836. 
Among the Universalists with whom I then conversed upon 
the subject, the prevailing impression seemed to be, that Mr. 
S. was less afiiicted with insanity than vanity. 

Many members of the Orthodox churches, and especially 
the ladies, had often expressed their admiration of Mr. 
Smith's personal appearance and oratorical powers, and 
added their deep regret that he was not " a preacher of the 
truth." Some fines, it was said, were found written in a 
hymn-book, in a female hand, in one of the churches in that 
city, expressing admiration of Mr. S., " for his personal beauty 
ana eloquence,'* and wishing he were engaged in a better 
cause. These, and similar compliments, frequently reached 
the ears of Mr. S., through the ladies of his congregation ; 
and those who are best acquainted with him, will readily 
conceive that they were not without their effect upon his 
mind, as many of his friends, at the time, supposed. 

He finally went, as he states, and coiii%»^\ Vvi ^^wc^. ^^> 
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faith in the doctrine he was preaching, to Rev. Dr. Rawes, 
and Rev. Mr. Fitch. He also sent a communication to "the 
committee of his own society, to the same import. A few 
days after, he preached a sermon in the Universalist charch, 
pleading insanity as the cause of these singtdar develop- 
ments, professing entire unconsciousness of what had trans- 

Eired, and declaring his unshaken faith in the doctrine he 
ad preached. We prefer, however, to give Mr. Smith's 
own account of this matter, by inserting here, a letter, which 
he addressed, soon after this affair, to Rev. Thomas Whit- 
temore, editor of the * Trumpet,' in which paper it was sub- 
sequently published. Here fallows the epistle : — 

" Hartford, May 27, 1835. 

*^ Rev, T, Whittemore: — Dear brother: I perceive by the last 
* Trumpet' that the report of my having renounced Universalism has 
reached you. I presume you have abo heard of the afflicting cir- 
cumstances which gave rise to such a report. Yet I believe a brief 
account of the case will be interesting to you, and remove any erro- 
neous impression which may be on your mind. My health has been 
quite poor for a long time ; but for two months past, I have had a 
peculiar affection of the head ; I have had ' much pain there, not a 
common head-ache, but a dead, pressing pain, which at times has 
made me almost deranged. 

*VOn Sunday, the 17th inst., the pain in my head was almost 
beyond endurance. I remarked to my family in the morning, that I 
wished it was not Sunday, as I felt unable to attend to the services. 
In the morning my head was confused, and I forgot a part of the ser- 
vices. In the afternoon my friends noticed a wildness in my looks 
and manner, which was unnatural. I was called to solemnize a mar- 
riage in the evening, but I was so bewildered and confused, that the 
ceremony was imperfectly performed. A friend took me in his car- 
riage to convey me home ; but from that moment till Wednesday 
noon, I have no recollection of existing. On Tuesday I requested 
an immediate dismission from my Society, assigning as a reason that 
I no longer believed in the doctrine of universal salvation. The 
committee complied with my request ; for no one suspected me to be 
deranged. 

" On Wednesday morning 20th inst., I left home very early, 
and told my companion I was going to Boston. I reached Tolland 
— and here, for the first time since Sunday, my reason returned, but 
I knew not where I was, or where I had been. On inquiry, I found 
it was Wednesday, and had to realize the solemn fact that my mind 
had been prostrate for nearly three days. A flood of tears relieved 
me, and seemed to bring back my memory, though I could not 
remember when, or why, I lefl home. I was conveyed home, and 
remained in a dangerous situation for many days. I am yet in a 
weak and feeble state ; and it is with great difficulty that I pen these 
lines. But allow me to say, that my faith in universal salvation is 
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faithy since in your friendly manfiion, I leoeived eBooiingenieBt fian 
you to go forth on my first mission, to piocladm salyation to my 
fellow-men. 

*' My physicians advise me to leave erery kind of study for a season. 
They ubink ooeaaional preaching will do me no harm, hut on the con- 
trary will be of service to me. My Society have generously ofibred 
to supply the desk in this place, nntil my health is improved. If my 
testimony is needed to contradict any erroneous statements, this letter 
is at your service. 

'' Yours in the Goiqiel of love and peace, 

"BfATTHKw H. Smith." 



A majority of his society believed his account, and he 
continued to preach for them for some months after. Others 
doubted his insanity; and the affair so impaired his influ* 
ence that he took up his connection, and settled, subse- 
quently, at a smaller salary, only six hundred dollars, over a 
much smaller society, in Quincy, Mass. He remained there 
less than twelve months, and then removed to Haverhill, 
Massu, at a salary of six hundred and fifty dollars. He 
labored there about one year and a quarter, and then settled 
at Salem, Massachusetts. 

Those who doubted Mr. Smith's insanity, supposed that, 
the compliments he had received from Orthoaox sources 
wrought upon his characteristic vanity; — that this led him 
to believe that if he should unite with the Orthodox, he 
should be a great man among them; — that Dr. Hawes did 
not encourage Mr. Smith in hastening into the Orthodox 
ministry, without first testing the sincerity and permanency 
of his change; — that Mr. S. was disappointed, and hence 
his sudden reaction. Dr. Hawes, it was said, stated, after 
Mr. Smith's reaction, that he was not inscme, and exhibited 
no appearances of insanity, at the interviews he had with 
him. The writer will here state no opinion on the subject, 
but ccmtent himself with stating facts and circumstances^ as 
far as he has means. He will, however, give the evidence 
on the subject of Mr. Smith's insanity, in the course of the 
next chapter. 

One important fact which Mr. Smith has omitted in his 
" Experience" iS) that his Renunciation Sermon, which he 
delivered in Salem s<mie five years after, was actually writ- 
ten ai the time of hujirst revmneuUieny in Hartjbrd* 

On p. 21, in the letter of Mr* Fitch to Mr. S., we find 
that the latter gave to Mr. F., at the time of bia ^^^^^^ 
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lirium in Haitfofd» ihe following reasons for abandomng 

Universalism : — 

"1. That the passages of Scripture on which yoa had relied for 
support of the doctrine, did not prove it. 3. That you found a large 
class of passages which taught a doctrine contrary to it. 3. The 
fruits of the doctrine." 

On p. 18, Mr. S. says, " When I wrote my lectures upon 
Universalism, I took this letter, and drew them up upon the 
plan suggested in it." Is it not rather singular that, if Mr. 
S. wrote his lectures when in a rational state, he should 
draw them up upon a plan which he had devised when in a 
state of delirium ? And is it not still more singular that he 
should give the public this piece of information ? The truth 
in the matter is, that Mr. S. drew up his plan at the time of 
his alleged delirium in Hartford, and wrote a renunciation 
sermon on that plan, at that time. Of this there is unim- 
peachable evidence, as the following certificate, published in 
the * Trumpet' of April 10, 1841, will show : — 

" To whom it may concern, — I oommenoed studying for the minis- 
try with Rev. M. H. Smith, then pastor of the Universalist society 
in Hartford, Conn., October 14, 1834. 

** One Sabbath evening. May 17, 1835, at the request of Mr. Smith, 
I carried a letter from hun, (Mr. Smith,) to Mr. Conner, one of the 
conmiittee of the Universalist Society, which Mr. Smith informed 
me, simply contained a request for his dismissal as pastor of the 
society. And on the Monday or Tuesday following, viz., the 18th 
or 19th, I was afterwards informed Mr. Smith wrote another letter to 
the committee renouncing his belief in the doctrine of universal salvar 
tion. And on one of the days above referred to, Mr. Smith, as he 
was very busily engaged in writing, looked up to me, and smiling, 
inquired what I should say, if he told me that he was writing his Re- 
nunciation sermon ; to which I replied that I should not believe it ; 
whereupon he said no more, but resumed his pen again. 

** This, I suppose, was after he had actually stated his renunciation 
to the Committee of the Society, and had had an interview with the 
Rev. Dr. Hawes of Hartford. But of these facts I had no knowl- 
edge, nor did I then think that he was insane, or that he had any idea 
of renouncing his faith in the final holiness and happiness of all man- 
kind, any more than I now have of embracing the Koran. 

"On Wednesday morning, May 20th, 1835, on going to Mr. Smith's 
house as usual to pursue my studies, I found his horse and carriage 
at the door, and upon going into the house inquired if Mr. Smith had 
been riding that morning ; I requested to see Mr. Smith a few mo- 
ments in his study ; and upon entering it, I showed him the arrange- 
ment of a sermon which I was preparing to write from Jdb xxii. 31 ; 
* Acquaint now, &c.' And asked him how he thought it would 
do, and he replied, he thought it a very good arrangement. This 
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was after hk lenmiciatioii, but ai whkh, «t thk time, Wedneadiy 

morning, I had no knowledge. 

'* On this day, Wednesday noon, May 20, 1835, on going from Mr. 
Smith's to my brother's, I met a gentleman belonging to tiie society, 
(Mr. Benjamin Fowler,) who inquired of me respectmg Mr. Smith's 
renmiciation, to whom I positively denied that any such thing had 
taken place ; stating I had just come from his study, and that 1^ had 
that morning left for Boston, and that if there had been any change 
in his views, I must have known it. But upon being inquired of by 
two or three others, and the remark which he made to me white 
writing a day or two before, recurring to my mind, I began to suspect 
that possibly there might be something in it. And it tSao reenned to 
my mind that on the day that he made the aforesaid remark, whenever 
he was called out of ihe study, he was very careful to put the docu- 
ment that he was writing, out of sight, — a thing which he had not 
before been accustomed to do. 

'^ And upon going out and inquiring in the afternoon, I found, to my 
surprise and astonishment, that he had actually renounced. I then 
mentioned to Mr. Daniel Blair, (I think) the remark that Mr. Smith 
made to me a few days before, and also stated that when he was 
called out of the study he was careful to put the article that he was 
writing, out of sight, a thing which he had not been accustomed to do, 
and that I knew not what he had done with it. He advised me, by 
all means, to make search for it, and although I informed him at the 
time, that I did not like to do it, yet, upon hk advice, and feeling so 
deeply interested as it must be supposed I did, I returned to his house 
about 4 o'clock, p. m., and found Mr. Smith at home, (he had been 
brought back.) I watched with him that night, and the next morn- 
ing round the sermon, uncorrected, in his writing-desk. I copied it 
verbatim. The original copy I returned to the place where I found 
it, but carefully preserved a copy. This fact, and the manner I came 
by the copy, 1 mentioned to two of my friends in Hartford, at the 
time, viz., Mr. J. S. Rice, grocer, on the comer of Bridge and Front 
streets, and Mr. N. R. Stedman, a member of Mr. Smith's church, 
but I enjoined it upon them never to make it known without my con- 
sent. From that time I never made it known to any other person, 
until Januaiy, 1837, when I informed Rev. R. O. Williams, now of 
Dover, N. H., then on a visit to Wobum, but first made him promise 
not to reveal it without my consent, and then riiowed him the copy. 
In 1838 or 1839, 1 mentioned the fact to my brother, and he urged 
me to make it public, saying it was my duty so to do. I never 
mentioned it to any except the above named, until during the last 
winter, when I related it to several. 

" Here it is proper for me to observe, that from the Sabbath eve. 
May 17, to Wedn^ay, May 20, Mr. Smith pretended that he labored 
under mental alienation, and knew nothing that transpired during this 
time ; and the young man to whom I communicated the fad Uiat I 
have mentioned above, observed that if Mr. Smith was deruiged 
when he wrote the siirmon, he would exhibit it. when he becsune 
aware of the fact thai he had writt^i it ; but 1 sus^^ecX \]^&X \ISx. 
Smith thought that the sermon bore loo ttVxon!^^ ^<& \sEC^«»ik ^S. ^ 
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land te iMdAi^ opentm to tet it be Men, u I was Bef«r ftwve tiiat 

he exhibited it to any one. 

'* I was then about twenty-one yean <^ age, and I can truly say, that 
I esteemed Mr. Smith more highly, and l»d placed more confidence 
in him, than I ever did in any other man, either before or sinoe. 
And I eoul4 i^it fully, mdeed, I did not wish to belieye him guilty of 
dnHng such an act, in his right mind. And I determined nerer to 
make the 6ct puUic without the fullest proof of the man's baseness ; 
but, when he attempted to jphiy the same fame again, a year ago 
this spnng, under the plea of msanity, I oomd no longer want pro^ 
to convince me ^lat he knew what he was about, and took pams to 
send firom Ghroton where I was then attending school, to Boston, to 
get Broths Everett's reply to Mr. Smith, tluKt I mi^ht learn what 
text he had then selected as a foundation ; and behold, it was the same 
text that he used in Hartford. 

'* And yet I forbore to make this fact public ; I did not wish to do it ; 
I did not wish to say aught that would injure his character, or any 
other man's ; but there are cases in which private feelin? should be 
laid aside, and the most sacred ties sundered for God, and the public 
good, and truth brought to hght, however painful the task. 

'* If I could believe that the man had reformed, God is my witness 
that I would be the last man to speak of his former sins ; but the 
slander and misrepresentations contained in his recent lectures con- 
vince me that he has not — that his heart is no better. 

**A. S. Kendall. 

''West Cambridge, March, 1841." 

The writer is not personally acquainted with Mr. Kendall ; 
but his character for veracity is certified by abundant testi- 
mony, and those to whom he refers in his certificate are 
above reproach. And yet, all this, it seems, according to Mr. 
Smith's account of the Hartford renunciation, must have 
been done in a state of delirium ! 

Some Universalists have condemned Mr. K. for the act of 
surreptitiously copying this letter. We will give no positive 
opinion on this head. The temptation was certainly strong, 
under the circumstances. Its moral bearing seems to be 
akin to that of intercepting letters, under suspicion of crime 
or treason, as sometimes practised by civil authorities. 

But there are other facts, omitted in Mr. Smith's " Expe- 
rience," which have a still more important bearing upon Kis 
religious changes. It will be perceived that Mr. Smith 
makes a hiatus in his religious history, from the time of his 
leaving Hartford till his settlement at Salem. This was an 
interval of more than two years. During this time, he was 
settled at Quincy and Haverhill. These, being unimportant 
yiUagee, are omitted in his " Experience." We now pro- 
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note to fill up iMa biank, although it is no plenant tMfe 
The cause of truth alone induces us to its pemnnance. 

OOSSBSFOHDSMCB WITB BBT. BtS. BALCH. 

Eaily in the year 1836, the Universalist society in Ptoy* 
idence, B. L, was destitute of a pastor, by the proTioui 
removal at the Rev. Mr. Pickering to New York. The 
society being large and wealthy, it was considered a desira^ 
ble situation. They extended a unanimous invitation to the 
Rev. Mr. Balch, then of Claremont, N. H., to take the 
pastoral charge. In the mean time, Mr. Smith was em- 
ployed to supply their pulpit for a few Sabbaths. By his 
pleasing address, l^e insinuated himself into the iavor of 
many of the society, and probably presumed that if Mr* 
Balch could by any means be induced to decline the call, he 
should be invited. In order, therefore, to effect this purposet 
he wrote Mr. B. a letter. It was written in a disguised 
hand ; yet the capitals bore the marks of identity, yAen conft* 
pared with his usual correspondence. The writer of this« 
saw the original* soon after it was written, and compared it 
with the other acknowledged epistle to Mr. B., in which My« 
S. denied the authorship oi the first. The following is a 
copy of the deceptive letter: — 

** Providbncc, January 13, 1836. 
"Rev, Sir, — I write because I am your friend ; before you Temore 
to this place, you should be made acquainted wi^ the faet, that the 
society are not united in yoo* espeeislly the ladies. I hope you witt 
eome, but in justice to you, I have tM a plain truth, that you may 
come with your eyes open. If you demand it, a committee will give 
you the real facts. Tour friend. 

"x mucbkx of trs socixtv. 
'* Rev. W. S. Balch." 

Ihe lett^ was superscribed to *' Bev. W. S. Balch, Clare- 
mont, N. H.,'* and postmarked, '* Providence, B. L, Jan. 14." 

Mr. Balch received another similar communication, near 
the same time ; and suspecting Mr. S. to be the writer of 
both, he addressed him a note, charging him with their 
authorship. To this he received the following reply : — 

" RozBURV, Maioh 24, 1836. 
"Rev, W. S. BsfeA.-'^Dear Br.— I received at the Trumpet 
oflws this day a letter frsm yon, on the subjaol oi two tettars, which 
you say were received by you in Claremont. I have already leoHradt 
two letteis hotai Ptofvideiioe oa that anfajeot^ one from a oartisalar 
friend, acquainting me with the fiict that a vetaoa. m'^iicmjaDfiA^p^ 

4 
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Meoaed ne <)f dokg the deed — the other from Mr. W. A. JUanij; 
to the first I replied — to the seoond I did not reply — for I considered 
it a direct insult, for the writer made the remark, that he did not be- 
Ueve a statement that I made, and then requeued me to tdl him a Cut 
which must rest upon my own assertion. 

" In reference to the letters in question, I can only say to you, as 
I have said before^ that I ah not the author of the letters to which 
Toa refer, I have no knowledge of the author, and haye nerer 
had any more connection with the writing of them l^an youradf— I 
have BO means by which I can prove a fte^tve— -and whatever ani 
one may think or say, I have the consciousness of innocence myself^ 
and am willing, if my word is disbelieved, to wait, till the author 
shall own the deed, and clear the innocent. 

" Respectfully yours, M. H. Smith." 

Posbnarked ' Roxbury, Mass., March 34.' 

Mr. S. and his friends now take the ground, that the 
above letter contains no fahehoody but only an evasion ; be- 
cause he denied having written ** letters.** But mark the 
language : " I am not the author of the letters," kc., *' and 
have never had any more connection with the writing of 
THEM than yourself.*' Did he not here deny the authorship 
of tath these letters f He does not say, " I am not the author 
of 4me of the letters to which you refer, and have never had 
any connection with the writing of it" His denial is in the 
pluraly an^ of course includes both letters, and was intended 
so to be understood. 

Mr. Balch was dissatisfied, and talked of bringing Mr. S. 
to discipline, for the transaction, but was induced to desist, 
for want of direct proof in the case. And so the matter 
sliunbered till the spring of 1839, when other misdemeanors 
having accumulated beyond further endurance, as some of 
his brethren in the ministry considered, he was called to 
account for this transaction, among others, by the Committee 
of Discipline of the Massachusetts State Convention of Uni- 
versalists. They charged him stringently with the author- 
ship of the Providence letter. He persisted in his denial, 
till given to understand, by some of his best friends and 
advisers, that the Convention would probably adjudge him 
guilty. He then sent in, to the chairman of tne Committee, 
the following confession : 

*< Salem, Jan. 5, 1880. 

*'jBr. BaUoUy — I have no Mloetanee in penning the following 
statement : 

*^U I WROTE THE LETTER TO W. S. Balch, which on Friday last, 
I saw in yom hands. 
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** 9. Thimgh I desigiied faun no wrong, the pnndpk i 
Ibe act deserves censme. 

'' 3. The denial of writing letters was an eranon equally nnohiia* 
lian and wrong. 

'* 4. The whole deed was an act of imprudence, that haa ooeaaioned 
wae more remone and shame than any act of ray life. And if any 
one feek aggrieyed or injured thereby, I hunUy aobcit their fingive*> 
ness. M. H. Smitb." 

Saperseribed, < Rer. Hosea Ballon, Boalon, Mass.* 

** A true copy of the original on file. L. R. PAn>K, 

'* Standing Clerk of Mass, Convention of Universalists.'* 

In his first pamphlet, published in 1841, Mr. S. acknowl* 
edges the authorship of the first letter to Mr. Balch, and 
gives a copy of that and the above letter of confession to Mr. 
Ballou. But he omits entirely his second letter to Mr. Balch^ 
in which he denies the authorship of the first. These ad- 
missions were £atal to him where his pamphlet was circula* 
ted, which was only in Boston and vicinity. And when he 
came to give his ** Keligious Experience," for general circu- 
lation, in his larger work, he omitted all mention of these 
letters ; and the public do not learn, from his principal work, 
that he had ever been under censure for his misconduct while 
among the Universalists. 

The above confession was laid before the Convention at 
its session in Hingham, in June, 1839. The writer was 
l^esent, and witnessed the proceedings on that occasion. 
There was considerate discussion. One party was in favor 
of accepting his confession and allowing him to go on with 
his ministerial labors. The other was for suspending him 
from l^e ministry for a season, till he should give evidence 
of sincerity in his confessions of penitence, by his fruits. 
Mr. S. himself was not there. He was at Hartford, mana- 
ging to get an invitation to go back to tii<it society, as capital 
on which to sustain himself in public opinion. In this he 
finally succeeded, by considerable art. He had admirers in 
Hartford; and the fact of his settlement over the Salem 
society was urged as evidence that he had outlived his 
eccentricities, and now stood fair in the public estimation, 
£i^d in that of the Massachusetts ministers. To settle this 
point, a friend of Mr. Smith i(Mr. Collier, of Hartford) wroto 
to Eev. Mr. Ballou, of Boston, and received the fc^owing 
reply: 

'' BoftOM, July 96th, 18S9. 
*^ Demr fiiir:— It is with no small coneon that I 'uaderlsko to 
answer youi letter of this date, coBtaiaing %ii \isf(iQPttu&x'\BfeiscK^^ 
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■w iw i ihy Br. M. H. Smkh's wmM&M cimveter. On the «m 
IuumI, I feel fearful leet I should injure Br. Smith ; on the other, leik 
I ihoaki withhold thnt infotmBtion which your ooefidoDtiml letter adh 
fer, and wlueh a regard to Christian purity demands. The di0Rulty 
whwh this sofajeet preeents is, however, somewhat abated by the feet 
dwt Br. Smith is well known in Harlfeid, having been there, in the 
ministry, fer a eonsideraUe time. 

** That his ohaiacter has suffered in oonseqnenee of hsTing written 
a letter from Providenoe to Br. Bakh, who was then in the coontry, 
wiUi a manifest demgn of preventing Br. B. from going to Providenoe, 
is matter of notoriety in this reffkm. His writing such a letter and 
signing it. One of the Society; his endeavoring to disguise his hand 
vrriting ; and, worst of afl, his denying having done the thing, &c. 
&o., have placed him in a very unhappy situation. And although 
he has acknowledffed having done the thmg, and asked forgiveness ; 
and although the otate Convention passed a vote of forgiveness, yet 
there are many who have no confidence in his integrity or in the sin- 
cerity of his confession. If this had been the only instance in which 
brethren had reason to distrust his honesty, the case would be very 
liferent ; but this is fer from being the case. 

" Among us here it is a doubtful case whether Br. Smith will be 
able to sustain his ministerial office in this region ; numy hope he 
may, and many fear he will not. All should hope that experience 
lloay so affect him as to correct his follies, and so improve his good 
utilities as to justify his continuance in the ministry. 

" Affectionately yours, 

" HosEA Ballov.*' 

The abore letter is postmarked, " Boston, July 28." On thct 
next evening, July 29, was held the meeting of the Hartford 
Society, at which Mr. Smith was invited to re-settle with 
ihem. Mr. Bailouts letter was not received in season to be 
kid before this meeting; otherwise, Mr. S. would not have 
received the invitation. I have this information from Mr. 
Collier. 

The Massachusetts Convention finally voted, only by a 
small majority, that Mr. Smith should be forgiven, accord- 
ing to his request, and allowed to continue lus ministerial 
labors. 

This action of the Convention did not give satidaction at 
the time, and several of our ministers never would exchange 
with him afterwards. The state of feeling will be seen by 
the following extract from the * Christian Freeman,' a Uni- 
versalist paper published in Boston, and edited by Rev. S. 
Cobb. We quote from that paper of March 26, 1^1 : 

'' When, nearly two years ago, his [Smith's] case in part was acted 
afon hy the AmBachosetts OonvwitiGii, at Ifingham, and a majority 
fwniia t TOliBd forgiveness upon his asking it, many deemed him too 
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lAwefrthy of cmdi AvgmBCBB tb owitiunid in l^e nuiiaUyi tlMy 
jndindttally and Turtually withdraw their feUowship from him, aod 
would have done it forxnally by their signatures to a dedantioii to 
that effect. Rev. Isaac Brown, soon a&r that Convemian, sent ma 
for publication in the * Freeman,' a fonnal withdrawal of fellowship 
from Mr. Siaith, t>B the ground of his moral unworthioess of the 
Ohrifitian ministry. This I declined publishing, not from opposition 
to the justice of the measure, but because I deemed the mutner irre^ 
ular, and unsafe as a precedent. I learned that there were numben 
more ready to fellew in the^same course, if this had been published. 
And this I mention here to show in what repute Mr. Smith was heU 
in our fraternity, and the circumstances under which he withdrew 
from our Convention, to avoid its discipline." 

The letters to Mr. Balch, as we have, already stated, were 
hut a part of the complaints against Mr. Smith. The other 
charges, however, could not come befmre the Conrention at 
Hingham, for the reason that the persons aggrieved had pro- 
ceeded informally, in not going to Mr. Smith personally, 
before presenting their charges to the Committee of Disci- 
pline. Subsequently, the following notice appeared in the 
* Trumpet' of October 5, and October 12, 1839 : 

''At a meeting of several ministering brethren, at Murray Hal! in 
Boston, called by request of Br. M. H. Smith, for the purpose of 
examining the reports in circulation in regard to him, and advising 
him in the premises, 

"Resolved, That in our opinion a mutual council should be called, 
and we recommend to Br. Smith to issue a notice accordingly. 

" NOTICB. 

'* Whereas, I the undersigned, have learned that some of my min- 
istering brethren and others have expressed serious objections la 
leg^ to my conduct, and whereas it has been rec om mended to me 
to unite in the choice of a Mutual Council, to whom all pending 
mattera of difficulty shall be submitted, I do now invite all my breth- 
ren who feel agnieved in any way at my conduct, to meet me at 
Murray Hall, in^oston, on the third Wednesday in October, at 10 
o'clock, A. M. for the purpose of our making choice of a Mutual 
Council, as aforesaid. M. H. Smith. 

'* StOem, Mass,, Sept, 35, 1839." 

The result of this meeting may be seen by the following, 
from the * Trumpet ' of December 14, 1839 : — 
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'* At a meeting in Murray Hall, Boston, Oct. 16, 1839, held pur- 
suant to notice, Br. M. H. Smith and several brethren who felt 
aggrieved at his eonduct, chose the following Mutual Comoil^ to 

Jenb their difficulties, viz. : 

4# 
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Bn. 8. Sineter, H. Billoa, N. Tt&titaa^tm. H. Baflini, M» 
IS. JenkB and A. Moore. Tkeoe Inotliteii ehoM Br. L. R. Pfetgo, 
JiMertU&r. 

"Br. A. Moore wbs appointed Cfafil. 

** Tlie Conneil oontinaea in seesion two days, and then adjomned 
to Oot. 99, to hear further explanations from Br. Smith. 

** Br. E. Jenka being nnable to attend thnraghoat the boaiDeaa of 
the Connei), at the eloae of the first day'a ao aa io n, Br. J. Ctnmty Jr., 
was dioeen to fill his place. ^ 

" Aseembled again Oct. SO, and after hearing farther aocuaationay 
and also explananons from the aoensed, the Council unanimonslj 
agreed upon the IbDowing decision, whidi was drafted hy Br. H. 
Ballon : 

'''After a long and patient hearing of the sereral allegations 
brought against Br. M. H. Smith, and after duly weighing and com- 
paring the testimony in ^eir support ; and after carefully considering 
Br. Smith's defence, the Conncil have unanimously come to the f<£ 
lowing result : 

'' < That in some instances, and these the most important, no su^ 
ficient support has been given to the things alleged ; that in some 
cases Br. S. was not able to clear himself from buune ; and that he 
deserves solemn admonition from this Council : -—but that his offences 
are not of a character to justify a withdrawal of fellowship, or a sua> 
pension from pastoral duties.' 

" By order of the Council. 

" AsHER MooRi, Gerk,^^ 

Mr. Frothingham and Mr. Grant, named above as mem- 
bers of this Mutual Council, were members of Mr. Smith's 
aociety in Salem. Rev. H. Ballou, 2d, and Rev. L. R. Paige, 
two oUier members of the Council, had befriended Mr. S. and 
prgoed against suspending him, at the Conyention at Hing^ 
bam. 

There were still other compfaiints in store for Mr. S., the 
eridence in regard to which was not ready in season for this 
Council. And seeing that there was no prospect of a speedy 
termination to these matters of discipline, Mr. S. determined 
to withdraw from the ecclesiastical body to whose jurisdiction 
he was amenable, and stand responsible only to his own 
society in Salem, a majority of wich had confidence in his 
penitence. 

The following is his letter of withdrawal : 
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" Salbm, Nov. 95, 1839. 
** lb Rev. L. R. Paige, Standing Oerk of the Mastackusetts Convm- 

tion of Vnif>ersaUits. — 
" DearBrothefy — I have ibr a lonff time contemplated a withdrawal 
hmn the Convention, and ftom all Associations and leligioiis bodtia 
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in ilis donommalioii, of ^(dnoh I nny b8 oomidflred as % ineabcr • j^m 
reason whidi has inflnenoed me to take this step, is, that I dislike 
the eoeleuastical features of the denominatioii, as represented in those 
associate bodies, which grant fellowship and exercise discipline. 

" I beliere, that to his Sodety alone, and to no other tribunal, is 
a minister aoeountable for his mintsterisl conduct and religious 
opimons. 

" And 88 the entire independence of both a minister and his con- 
gregation is not recognized by the Conyention ; and as I cannot, as a 
minister, acknowledge any tribunal but the Society whom I senre, or 
a Council mutually called ; and as my views, formed with deep and 
solemn deliberation, are at rariance with the power claimed by the 
Convention, and also, with the wisdom of those who fhuned its Con- 
stitution, it seems to be mr imperatire duty to withdraw fiom all 
ecdesiastical connexion with the denomination. 

'< And to yon, as the official organ of the Massachusetts Conven- 
tion of Universalists, I respectfully announce, that fiom this date, I 
cease to be a member of Uie Convention, and of all Associations in 
its fellowship, within whose limits I may reside. And I take this 
step with the kindest feelings towards the members of that body with 
wluch I have long been identified. 

'* Accept the assurance of my high personal regard for yourself; 
and permit me to subscribe myself, 

'* Tour obedient servant, M. Hale Smith." 

The foregoing waB published in the 'Trumpet' of Dec. 
14, 1839, with the following appended : 

'' The fbregcnng communicatibn was received by me, two days after 
its date, and has been placed on Record, as required by the Consti- 
ttttion of the Convention. As an act of justice to Br. Smith, I have 
considered it proper to public the document in full, so that not only 
the fact of his withdrawal, but the reasons which have induced him 
to withdraw, may be understood. Lucius R. Paige, 

** Standing Oerk of Mass, Convention of Universaiists.** 

In this letter, Mr. S. assumed the new cognomen by 
whkh he has ever since been known ; that of M. Halb 
Smith. Previous to this, he was known as Matthew H. 
Smith. There is some incidental evidence in this, that he 
was preparing to assmne a new position in the world, and 
desired, as far as practicable, to lose his identity in the pub- 
lic mind. Let it be remarked, however, that he professed, 
in this letter of withdrawal, no change of doctrinal views. 
He predicated this step entirely on grounds of church gov- 
ernment and discipline. 

Mr. Smith's position was now an uneasy one. He stood 
alone in the world in regard to ministerial sympathy. Pub- 
lic opinion was dubious in regard to \»& \£kCff»^«iCL^\s^as\s^Rr 
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rial character, and he had, by withdrawing from the Conven- 
tion, refused to answer to any charges that might be brought 
against him. Most of the Universalist ministers in the 
vicinity had lost confidence in him, and there were few who 
would exchange desk services with him. 

Under these circumstances, he made an efifort to get sym- 
pathy from the Unitarian ministry, made frequent exchanges 
with them, evidently with a design to join that body, and 
carry his society over with him. 

The subsequent portion of Mr. Smith's history, up to his 
final discontinuance of his labors among the Universalists, is 
taken, mostly, from a small pamphlet, published by a conmiit- 
tee of the Universalist society in Salem, under the title of, 
** Statement of Facts in regard to the Dismissal of Mat- 
thew H. Smith from the Pastorship of the Universalist Soci- 
ety in Salem." The Committee are all men of character, 
and public opinion in Salem, even to thft day, abundantly 
indorses their testimony in the case. 

" la October,* 1839, Mr. Smith publicly withdrew firom the Mas- 
sachusetts Convention of Universalists, and soon after commenced 
exchanging palpits with the Unitarian clergymen, which gave rise to 
many rumors, that he was about abandoning Universalism, and join- 
ing the Unitarians. In the month of January, 1840, it was announced 
in the * Puritan,' as a rumor, * that the Universalist Society in Salem, 
together with its pastor, had been transferred to the Unitarians.' 
About this time, nev. Mr. Sewall, of Danvers, also made a state- 
ment to his society, on the Sabbath afler Mr. Smith had exchaoced 
with him, in which they understood him to say, that Mr. Smith had 

changed his religious opinions The committee advised him, 

at this and at other times, to give the society a large half of our own 
ministers in his exchanges, and to exchange with h& Unitarian friends, 
(he had previously exchanged with three or four of the Unit-arian 
clergy,) or anybody else, as be pleased.'' 

That Mr. S. was, at this time, negotiating to join the Uni- 
tarians, has since fully appeared, from the following letters 
from two Unitarian clergymen, published in the * Trumpet ' 
of April 10, 1841 : — 

<< ' Salkm, March 10, 1841. 
'< * I understood him [Mr. Smith} to entertain the de- 
sire to obtain a settlement in a Unitarian society. In the early part 
of the year 1840, he applied to me to secure the interest of a partic- 
ular person, who, it was thought, might be able to obtain for hun ^e 
fluppfy of a Unitarian pulpit then vacant. He also, at other times, 

* This should be N&oember^ instsod of << October." 
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ipd; fr e qB e n tiy, made inciuries of me, in tefinenee to ptrticskr Uiuk 
tsriati eongiegatioiis, then without ministers. Finally, when ahont 
to dissolve hm first connection with the friends who foUowed him to 
the Lyceum Hall, he procured firom me a general letter of recom- 
mendation. 

*' ' All this while, he never intimated, in the remotest manner, any 
tendency of his mind towards Calvinism, and I was amazed to dis- 
cover that before obtaining from me the letter of recommendation, and 
while he was importuning me to give it, he was secretly conferring 
and treating with the Orthodox ministers ! Upon discovering this, I 
took inmiediate measures to relieve myself Irom all responsibility for 
his proceedings, and, having put it out of his power to deceive others 
by tne use of my name, I avoided all furth^ connection with him. 

*' *■ Considering his subsequent course, it is to me a matter of the 
deepest astomshment, that any respectable denomination should ^ 
make him its champion, and commit its cause to his advocacy. 

*^ * His case is surely a strange one, and inexplicable upon any 
theory of mind or morals. I know not what to think, and it Lb, 
therefore, with reluctance, that I speak of him. His mcnral honesty 
can only be vindicated, if at all, by pleading disease and alienation of 
mind ; and such being the case, his conxersion can carry no weight, 
and be of no benefit, to any party ; and his denunciations can do no 
harm. Policy and humanity conspire, I think, in recommending, that 
as little notice as possible be taken of what he may say of you or of us. 
" < Yours respectfully, Chas. W. Upham.' 

'' Here it will be seen, that Mr. Upham's oonfidenee in Mr. Smith 
was destroyed by finding, that while he was importuning him for a 
letter to aid him in obtaining a settlement among the Unitarians, he 
was secretly conferring and treaUng with the Orthodox ministers. 
Disgusted at this dec^ytion, he put it out of Mr. Smith*s power to 
deceive others by the use of his name, and avoided all further con- 
nection with him. 

*^ Another Unitarian ^ergyman, in a letter dated Salem, Febmary 
95, 1841, says: — 

" ' I^AR S»^ — Tour letter, in which yon propose some inquiriee 
in regard to the Rot. M. H. Smith, has this moment been put into my 
han£. Though I do not wish to be a party to any controversy in 
f^bition to that man, I am ready to say, in reply to yonr principal 
intenogatory, that afW Mr. Smith had made up his mind to leave 
tiM Universalists, he did give me to nndexstand TMrydistinotly that 
he would l&e a settlement in our denonunation. Why he did not 
peraeveie till he obtained one, I cannot say; but my opinion is, 
that beinff somewhat aaibitious, he feued that he would not be able 
to find a ^aoe so dt^ble and commanding as he thought he deserved. 
Whether this fear was produced by conyersations on the sabject with 
Unitarian clergymen, or by some other cause, is not for me to de- 
cide. 

** ' Alter the hnmubggery of his oonversion and his tricks with 
Mr. WOMeeter's church, 1 wna told by Mr. Brigffs, the Secietax^ <^C 
the U&teiaa Assomtion in Boston, 1hiiX\M\nDQL\oui%«cran«eAiCvsQ. 
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with him [Mr. Smith] on the sahieet of obtiiiuiig emi^oynKBiit as a 

miasionary at the west. This, I think, was about the period of his 
renewing opeiationa in the Lyceum Hall.' " 

The Salem committee continue : — 

** The committee met at Deacon Frothingham'a on Monday exen- 
ing, February 3d, and as the above rumors had been industriously 
circulated, and in one instance found their way into the public print^ 
the committee felt it to be their duty publicly to undeceive their breth- 
ren, and passed the following resolve, viz.: — 'That the reports 
referred to above, are without the least foundation in truth, and that 
no change of theological views has occurred on the part of said soci- 
ety — the people of which are still firmly attached to the great doc- 
trines of the Restitution.' Messrs. Jonathan Whipple and Edw. 
Palfrey were chosen a sub-committee to wait upon Mr. Smith, and 
inform him of what the committee were about doing, relative to the 
society; who reported, — that Mr. Smith approved of what they 
were doing, and authorized the committee to say, * that the above 
rumors, so far as they relate to our pastor, are likewise, voholly desti- 
tute of foundation in truthJ* Which resolves were jpublisheo in the 

* Trumpet' of February 15, 1840. 

• •••••• 

" He said he * wanted the society called together, for the purpose of 
layinff before them, for their approval or rejection, his reasons for 
withdrawing from the Massachusetts Convention.' They told him, 
af he had already given his reasons in a sermon whieh he had deliv- 
ered some weeks before, and as there was no complaint on the part 
of the society, although the fact was publicly announced four months 
before, they believed such a meeting unnecessary. He very readily 
acquiesced, and said, well, if you thmk so, then you ought to give me 
a certificate stating that I wanted such a meeting called. We told 
him to write one, and we woald sign it ; he sat down, said he was 
so agitated that he could not write. We told him we would come 
in aner dinner, and in the mean time he could prepare one. We 
went ; he had written one, and one of the committee had also written 
one, which he preferred, and it was signed and given to him ; it 
reads as follows : — 

*' * We, the Committee of the New Universalist Society, hereby 
certify, that Rev. M. H. Smith has this day signified his desire that 
a meeting of the society may be called, for the purpose oi laying 
before them, for their approval or rejection, the reasons for his with- 
drawal from the Universalist Convention, and of the ciicumstanoes 
that have followed said withdrawal — and that the Committee were 
unanimous in the opinion, that such a meeting is altogether unneces- 
sary and uncalled lor.' (Signed,) N. Frothingham, 

R. L. CrORDO)}, 

A. Kehew, Jr., 
Edward Palfrey, 
JoNA. Whippui, 
'' < Sakm^ Fdruary 23, 18i0.' £. M. Daltok. 
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' *' The eoQTersatimis between Mr. Smith and the Committee in ref- 
erence to the proposed meeting, were Terbal, and related merely to 
tibe erpedkncy of calling such a meeting to act upon the subject ot his 
withdrawal from the UniversaUst Convention as the certificate itself 
shows. 

" We had no reason to infer, from the tenor of the conversation, 
at that, or any other time, that Mr. Smith either intended to ' transfer 
the society or himself to another faith.' He never at any meeting of 
the committee expressed a doubt of the truth of the doctrine, or of its 
salutary effect upon the heart and life ; but, on the contrary, he 
always expressed an emphatic belief in the doctrine of the Restitu- 
tion, not only to the Committee, bat also to some of the elders of the 
society, whom he invited to h» house on Satoiday evening, Man^ 
14th, THRSS DAYS Only before the date of his letter of the 17th of 
the same month. His communications were always yerbal till the 
one just named, which is as follows : -— 

" < Salem, March 17, 1840. 
*** To the Committee of the ThiwrsdUst Society in Sakm, Mass. 

' * ' Brethren , — No man can feel more than myself the sacred nature 
of that tie which binds Pastor and people — nor be more sensible that 
it should not be severed for a slight or trivial cause. 

*'*' ' My connection with the society whom you represent, has been 
of the most pleasant character; for it I have a high esteem: and the 
attentions which I have received at the hands of its members, have 
endeared than to my heart. From repeated and friendly oonversa- 
tions with prominent members of the society, I have reason to be- 
lieve that Uiey expect their mimster to subserve an interest which in 
conscience I cannot. They expect him to feel a sympathy with the 
denomination of Universalists ; to act in concert with it ; to be called 
by its name, and to be in reality, if not in form, identified with it. 

'^ ' As I cannot answer this expectation in any of the above-named 
particulars, justice to myself and to yon seems to require, that we 
have a clear understanding of this matter. 

" * With the fact that I nave received no neto revelation of theological 
faith, you are advised by what I have repeatedly said to you. And 
with the motives that have led me to separate myself firom the de- 
nominatton of Universalists, you are also acquainted, at least, with 
the most of them. And as you can inform those members of the 
society, who are not informed, and who wish to be, I need not repeat 
them here. To the society of which I am the pastor, I have devoted 
a portion of the best part of my life ; I am conscious of having served 
it to the best of my ability, and of having spared no labor that I 
thought would add to its profit. 

*" I DESIRE NO BETTER FRIENDS ; I SEEK FOR NO 
BETTER SOCIETY. If I could serve the society without acting 
in concert with the denomination of Universalists, I should be ready 
and happy to do so. If, however, the society should insist upon such 
concert df action, I shall hold myself ready, cheerfully, and with the 
kindest feelings, forthwith to tender my resignation of tJb^ c^<u& ^^ 
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putor, and with it aU the duties, triak» aad xetftmmkSMm «f that 

troBt. 

'* * We have lived together tffectionaUly ; let ns put, if we mast, 
in peace and kindneaa. 

** * I will ask your earliest attention to the subject of this epartle; 
and offiuing you individually and eoUeotiTely the assniaiioe of my 
esteem, I subscaibe myself affectionately, your obedient aenrant. 

" * M. Hale Smith.'* 

*' The ^AniwiMw received the above letter on Thursday, the 19th 
of Mateh. Its purport was unknown to the Committee (exceptinff 
the chairman and one other member,) until the next evening, Mar6h 
SMhh, when it vras laid before them, at a meeting held in the vestry 
for that purpose. After readine it, they deemed it expedient to send 
for Mr. Smith ; he came, and we following conversation took place. 
(We quote from the record of the society.) 'The Committee told 
Mr. Smith that thev did not know what to make of his letter ; but, 
if it was true, that he had received * no new revelation o^ theological 
faiihj'* he could have an opportunity to withdraw it, and if he did so, 
It would save any action of the Committee upon the subject ; if not, 
thejr should feel it to be their duty as honest men, to lay it befoie the 
society, and they felt confident, unless the offensive phrases were 
modified, that there would not bo a man in the society to sustain it. 
Mr. Smith replied, — ' That he knew the feelings of the todeiy better 
than the Committee, and he was wUUng to risk it J* 

*' ' One of the members observed, i&dX if Mr. Smith had Jiot altered 
his religious sentiments, he did not see why the ofiEensive phiaaea 
could not be softened down ; and if he had changed his rehgious 
viewSf it was bis duty to resign. 

'* (We would remark, that aft^r we had questioned Mr. Smith, 
we did not give him an opportunity to withdraw his letter. The 
Committee as such, did not meet with Mr. Smith, and had no com* 
munication with him, whatever, after questioning him <hi Friday 
evening, March 20th ; one day only intervening, before we laid hia 
communication before the society.) 

'< Other conversation was had and questions asked, which he either 
refused to answer or evaded ; and as he seemed to be unvnlling to 
explain, we proceeded as follows : — * Mr. Smith, if you don^t want 
to be called by the name Universalist, what name do you wish to be 
called by ? * He refused to answer. It was then submitted to the 
Committee, if it was a proper question, aad they voted unanimously 
that it should be put as the question of the Committee, which waa 
accordingly done hy Nathaniel Frothingham, Eeq., die chairman ; 
after a little hesitation, he (Smith) answered, ' I don't knmo,* 

<* ' Mr. Smith, if you should be asked to-morrow, if you are a Uni- 
versalist, what should you say V 'J donU know what I should say^* 
was his reply. 

" * Mr. Smith, you say that you shall be absent the next Sundav, 
who is to preach for you here!' Answer, 'I don't know; iJbd 

♦ See Mr. Smith's larger work, p. 29, for this letter. 
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egfeel Mr, Ballouy of Medfivrdy to pceach, bat I hsTo neemd s 
this evening saying that he cannot come.* 

*' A member of the Committee remarked, that it was posiftie ths 
oommnnication under notice, might hare been drawn up under aone 
momentary excitement, and appealed to Mr. Smith to say, whether, 
upon a thorough deliberation, he would insist upon adhering to thai 
communication, as an expression of his sentimentB and purpose ? Bfr. 
Smith answered, ' I have nothing to alter or retract.' The Com- 
mittee then advised him to tender his resignation^ instead <^ ^IS^ 
the communication before the society. Mr. Smith then retired. The 
Committee agreed to call a meeting of the sodety on the next Sab- 
bath afternoon, (this was Friday evening,) and also agreed to say 
nothing about the communication until Sie meeting on Sunday, so 
that Mr. Smith could tender his resignation, if he should think it 
proper to do so, instead of laying the communication before them. 

'' At the close iji the afternoon meeting on Sunday, March 3Sd, 
his letter was laid before the society. IX was not known at this 
meeting that the Committee had questioned Mr. Smith. After re- 
marks from various members, a motion v^as made — 'that Rev. M. 
H. Smith be dismiBsed firmn the office of pastor of this society forth- 
with.' One of the Committee eamestiy appealed to the mover to 
withdraw his motion, and he would sulxnit a resolve expressive of 
our disa]^probation of the sentiments contained in the letter, and he 
had no doubt that Mr. Smith would redeem the pledge ffiven and re- 
sign ; the gentleman's object would then be attained, and Mr. Smith's 
feelings saved. The motion was withdravni, and the follovdn^f re- 
solve passed without a dissenting voice, two hundred members being 
present ; — 

*' * Resohed^ That the views and feelings expressed by Rev. M. H. 
Smith, in his ccnnmunication, are such, that this society, as believers 
in the universality d the erace of God, cannot sanctiim or approve 
without giving up our distmctive denominational name, and of sur* 
rmdering the doctrine for which we have contended for forty years^ 
through good report, and through evil report ; that as Universalists 
we have ever been kmovim, and as such we ever vnsh to be known : 
and although we love our minister much, we love our religion 
more/ 

** The meeting then adjourned to meet on the next Sabbath after* 
noon, expecting that Mr. Smith would in the mean time resign. But 
when he found that the members of the society were unanimous 
against the sentiments and feelings expressed in his letter, he was 
evidently disappointed, and was very veiling to make confessions to 
sustain himself in the office of pastor. The next evening he told the 
chairman of the present Committee * that it was a very trivial thing to 
dissolve the connexion f or, ^ and then went to a meeting of the ' Sama- 
ritan Society' in the vestry, and told the ladies and gentlemen assem- 
bled there, that ' he did not mean to leave them — he had no idea of 
gmng away— that the society rmapprehended the meaning of his 
communication,' &c. 

'< On Thursday, March 36th, the chairman told Mi. Stos^Vv ^C&sX '^ 
motion was made the previous Sabbttth to d\Bn»Ha\«cDa.,«xA'^nfc^^re&^ 

5 
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dvs^m for the expTeas purpose of giving him an opportunity to le^gn, 
and that the society expected him to redeem his pledge. 

" On the 97th, he sent his * explanator3r letter,' as it has been 
oaUed, Tesigmn? his office of pastor. Durins^ the week, however, 
himself, and a few friends whom he had made oeheve that he merely 
meant by his first letter that he could not sympathize with the Asso- 
ciation of ministers, were busily engaged in electioneering, saying, 
that he was an Umyersalist and did not want to be known by any odier 
name — that he could sympathize with them, but not with the organ- 
ized body, Ac. And they went to the meeting on the 29th of 
March, confidently expecting a majority against receiving his resig- 
nation. Sunday, 2dth, his second letter was laid before the society 
as follows : •— 

•• ' Salem, March 27th, 1840. 

* ^ * Brethren, — The proceedings of the meeting of the New Univer- 
salist Society, held Msux^ 23d, 1840, to act upon a communication 
of mine, are before me. I beg leave to place my protest against a 
part of the views and feelings atthbutea to me in that resolution 
which embodies the sense of the meeting. I have never desired the 
society to give up the principles for which it has contended for forty 
years. I have not desired it to give up its distinctive denominational 
name. Nor have I placed before it the alternative of choosing be- 
tween their love for its minister and its religion. 

*' ' I disclaim and repudiate each and all of these sentiments attrUnt^ 
ted to me, by the resolution before me. — The ground on which we are 
about to separate must not be misunderstood or misrepresented. 

" * There is I believe no complaint against my ministerial or per- 
sonal character, against my preaching, my doctrine, or my life. 

** * There is, I am happy to believe, a stronc^ feeling of attachment 
and good will on your part towards me, as I am sure there is, and 
always has been on my part towards you. I have withdrawn from 
the Universalist denomination, as a sect; but I have joined myself to 
no other. Nor have I ever sought to ckange your doctrine, to in/h." 
ence you to give up your faith, nor to lead you into any other denom- 
ination of Christians. As I have announced to you my determination 
to maintain the position of an Independent Christian minister, not 
identified with, nor accountable to, the denomination of Universalists, 
as established and organized in this Commonwealth ; and as 1 
understand this position not to be satisfactory to the society, but that 
it requires its minister to give his influence and sympathies to the 
denomination as at present organized, I therefore tender to the society 
of which I am pastor, my resignation of that trust, to take effect 
when it shall suit the convenience of the society. I remain respect- 
fully and affectionately, your obedient servant, 

"*M. Hale Smith.' 

'* Up to this time the Committee had not spoken a word to the 
society upon the subject ; they now felt it to be their duty to state to 
the society the examination of Mr. Smith by them, on the evening of 
the twentieth of March as before related ; and also, that he had read a 
rough sketch of his first oommumoation to a Unitarian minister before 



MB. smith's RSUeiOUS EXPERIENCE. SI 

it was aent to the Committee, and concluded as foUowa : * Now if we 

understand Mr. Smith in this second communication, it is this ; he is 
ready to officiate as our pastor and teacher, still he is not to be con- 
sidered a minister of our denomination or sect, — and although he has 
not joined himself to any other denomination, he feels at liberty to act 
independently in relation to the matter, and of course is at liberty at 
any moment, to connect himself with any denomination he may see 
fit. We are at a loss to imderstand, how a minister can subsenre the 
best interest of a sect, with whom he confesses he cannot sympathize, 
and for whom he is unwilling to exert his influence. If Brother 
Smith still retains his connexion with us as our minister, he is to be 
considered in no wise bound to support or maintain the particular faith 
of Uniyersalists.' * But we ought to have the great point which dis- 
tinguishes us, kept steadily before us. Let salvation be inscribed 
upon the ample folds of oyaflovoing banners — let not the doctrine of 
universal and efficient grace, be sacrificed to the policy or f<ishion of 
the day. Whatever may be the inducements and temptations held 
out to entice us from the simplicity of our faith, or to make us aban- 
don the great duty we owe to the cause, let our reply to them all be, 
in the l^guage of Nehemiah to Sanballat and Geshem, * We are 
doing a great work so that we cannot come down, why should the 
work cease while we leave it to come to you.' The following re- 
solves were then offered by E. M. Dalton, and passed with from six 
to ten dissenting, two hundred and fifty-one members being present 
and voting : — 

** 'Resolved, That the last communication of the Rev. M. H. Smith 
does not, in the opinion of this society, alter or change in any decree 
the views expressed by us, in our answer to his communication of the 
17th inst.,but, on the contrary, tends to confirm the views expressed 
in said resolution. 

** ^Resoked, That, in the opinion of this society, it is the duty of a 
pastor ** to give his influence and sympathies" to the denomination or 
sect, with which that society is connected ; and that when his influ- 
ence is to be exerted in another sphere, and his sympathies are to flow 
in a diflferent channel, that then his connexion with such society, as 
their pastor, should cease. 

'* ^Resolved, That whilst our attachment to our pastor remains the 
same, we, nevertheless, feel it to be our duty to comply with lus 
request ; and that it is expedient that his connexion with this nocietr 
should be dissolved, provided, the proprietors at a legal meeting shall 
concur in this expression of our opinion.' 

" The next Sabbath was to be the final meeting of the proprietors 
upon this subject. Mr. Smith and his friends still exerting them- 
selves in trying to persuade people to believe, that he meant by the 
phrase, ' denomination of Universalists,' merely an association of min- 
isters ! reiterating, that he (Smith) was an Universalist, and did not 
want to be known by any other name — denying that certain ques- 
tions were put to him by the Committee — that he could sympathbEe 
with the Universalists, but not with the organised body of mioifltexs. 
And this interpretation of the phrase * cfeiumiinatwya oj T3ta;«d«r«a9MU^' 



09 REYIBW. 



gnvely ttr|;ned before the proprietora on Sunday, Apxil 5tk, l»y 
one of Mr. Smithes iriende, for the space of half an hour, or more, 
iod in endeavoring to show, probably by Mr. Smithes authority, that 
he had not changed his religious opinions. And so far from haying 
stated to the Committee, or the society, or to any one of them, thai he 
would preach Orthodoxy and nothing but Orthodoxy, (as he said in 
his lectures deliyered in New HaTen, Springfield, &e.,) he stoutly 
denied having changed his opinions — and used every means in his 
power, was willing to make any concession, and actuaUy resorted to 
falsehood ^-w we can prove, and if he will call upon us to do so, we 
will prove — to induce the society not to receive his resignation. 

*' The Committee contended on the other hand, that there could be 
no mistake about the meaning of the phrase, * denomination of Uni- 
versalists ;' every child in our Sabbath school could explain it, and 
they would explain it but in one wa^. Everybody knows its mean- 
ing to be a society — a collection of mdividuals, or the creat body of 
Christians who believe in, and hold to, the doctrines of Universausts. 
It is in vain for Mr. Smith, or any one else, to impose such an inter- 
pretation as the one above referred to upon this society. They also 
contended, that he could not mean that he had withdrawn from the 
association of ministers, because we all knew this long ago, and 
there could have been no necessity for his repeating this information. 
But his first letter explains itself upon its very face. To withdraw 
from the association, is only matter of form; whilst in reality he may 
be as good a minister in the denomination of Universalists as ever. 
But he says, that he cannot in realUyxiox in form be identified with 
the denomination of Universalists. This explains itself, and there is 
no getting away from its obvious meaning. He has evidently taken 
the second step, — at first, and some months since, he took the first 
step, by withdrawing from the association of ministers, which was a 
mailer of form merely; he has now been compelled by his conscience 
to ffo one step farther, and withdraw in reality from the denominaticm 
of Universalists, as such ; and Mr. Smith has been using hypocrisy 
and deception heretofore, or else he has changed his views in relation 
to Universalism, • * • • • • • 

" [The remarks of the Committee, of which the foregoing is an 
extract, occupied an hour.] • • • • • • 

" The proprietors then passed the following vote, viz., * That Rev. 
M. H. Smith be dismissed from the ofilce of pastor of this society ; 
and that the Committee of this society forthwith inform him, that the 
connexion of this society with him, as pastor and people, is henceforth 
dissolved.' 

'^ April 7. The treasurer settled with Mr. Smith and the connexion 
ceased. 

" Some of the Universalist brethren, with kind and commendable 
feelinffs, supposing Mr. Smith to be sincere and honest in his explan- 
atory leitet, hired the Lyceum Hall, and worshipped here with Mr. 
Smith as their pastor. And in order to show the tater falsity of Mr. 
Smith's statement in the lectures he is now delivering, relative to the 
Committee of the old Universalist Society, we bore transcribe the 
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' Basis' and ^Atikle of fokh^ as drawn np by himaelf for the 

Soeiety, after he was dismissed from the old one. 

" ' Bosix— The entire independence of all Ecclesiastical Bodies.' 
^' ' Faith — The Bible as a perfect rule of faith and practice ; the 

nniyersality of dirine grace, and the fiiud holiness and happiness of 

all irUeiligent beings,^ " 

As further evidence that he then preached Universalismy 
see his letter to Dr. Hawes, dated " Salem, April 21, 1840," 
contained in his larger work, (p. 37,) where he says : '* About 
fifty families desire me to preach to them. But, if I bear not 
the name of Universalist, they will expect me to preach that 
all will be saved." The Salem Committee continue : — 

" Any of our Orthodox brethren, or any one else having the curi- 
osity, may see the above ' Basis ' and * Faith ' in Mr. Smith's own 
handwriting, by calling upon the chairman of the Committee of the 
Universalist Society in this city. Mr. Smith preached in the Lyceum 
Hall, several weeks with very indiflferent success, and publicly re- 
nounced Universalism in the South church on the evening of June 
10th, 1840. From this time his course would form a mournful 
chapter, which we will pass over till the first Sabbath in August, 
when he publicly renounced Orthodoxy in the * Mechanic Hall,* 
before nearly three thousand persons." 

' Some things occurred during this period, which the Salem 
Committee " pass over," which we deem of too much impor- 
tance to be omitted, and which we will here supply, from a 
history of these matters, written at the time they were trans- 
piring, by Mr. John Whipple, a highly respectable citizen of 
Salem, one of Mr. Smith's warmest and latest friends, and 
one of his principal supporters at Lyceum Hall. His record 
says: — 

'' It is well known that after his discharge from the Universalist 
Society in Salem, he preached a few Sabbaths at the Lyceum Hall, 
to a part of his former society. He had assured his fhends that there 
was not the sUghtest change in his theological views, but that the 
object of the communication which resulted in his dismissal from his 
former society, was simply to firee himself from ''ecclesiastical 
tyranny." 

'* From this view of the case, his friends were induced to support 
him ; bnt on the fourth SabbaUi, he informed them that in conse- 
quence of the poor state of his health, he should be under the neoes- 
nty of suspending preaching immediately. A few days after, he 
kafi>iined his friends tiiat he had renounced Universalism and em- 
braced Orthodoxy. On the 10th of June, 1840, he preached his 
Renunciation Sermon in the South church. On the following day, 
Ihe Essex County Association of Orthodox ministers voted that he 
should be hcensed as a preacher, as soon as he %YkO\]\^ W^« ^oisgak^r^ 

5* 
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with one of their ehsn^ies. On the next Friday eTemag^ihtf 
Tabernacle church, dispensing' with their ndes in relation to appli- 
cants, decided that hia connection with them should be eensummated 
tiie following Sunday. 

« Sunday came, but Mr. Smith was missmg, having left hia house 
before any of the family awoke. By noon, his family and friends had 
become very much alarmed at his absence ; but Mr. Smith was then 
quietly taking his dinner at the Franklin House in Boston, to which 
place he had walked, as was subsequently ascertained. He reached 
his father's house about 3 o'clock, p. m. ; but his family knew 
nothing of him until the next morning. As this was not Uie first 
time he had absented himself from home without the knowledge of 
his family, and other circumstances known to his friends, joined with 
the known ill state of his health, tiiey became confirmed in the belief 
that he was insane. The next communion day he was absent, being 
on a visit to Gloucester ; and before the return of another, he sent a 
message to the Rev. Mr. Worcester, to the eifeot that he could not 
connect himself with the Tabernacle church. 

'* Late in July, Mr. Smith sent an invitation to some of his friends 
to visit him in Milton, at which place he was then residing wiUi his 
family. The writer of this, and others, [Jonathan Whipple, Dr. 
Robinson and Erastus Ware,] availed themselves of this mvitation, 
and received from him the assurance that his views in relation to 
Orthodoxy, he firmly believed to be the result of an unsound state of 
mind. Although strongly dissuaded from appearing immediately in 
public as a preacher, he msisted on an opportunity, to use his own 
language, of ' telling his own story.' 

*' Arrangements were accordingly made ; and on the first Sabbath 
in August, at Mechanic Hall, in Salem, he publicly renounced hia 
belief m the Calvinistic creed, declaring it had always been odious to 
him, and regretting that circumstances over which he had no control^ 
should, for a moment, have led him to doubt the goodness oi hk 
Heavenly Father." 

Here the Salem Committee's account continues : — 

*' On that occasion, afier describing the natmre of the disease, whieh 
is now located in the head, he remarked, 'that he ought to be ex- 
pected to give some account of the circumstances, and of the infin- 
ences which had operated to blot out from his mind the evidence of 
that faith he had so long preached ; and to avow his belief in sentt* 
ments (Orthodoxy) whiSi he had always chhorredJ* In withdrawing 
from the Massachusetts Convention, he was mainly influenced by 
two considerations. ' His feelings had become alienated from them 
— he felt that he had been injured, and he allowed /ee/in^« of resent 
ment to get possession of his mind — and his great error was, in 
attributing to the many, what was in reality the conduct and feelings 
of only a few of that l>ody. He is confident now, ^at he had among 
them many fast friends,' &c. 

<< He then went on to describe the gloom and despondency, the 
distressed and agitated state of his mind, until he sought relief in that 
system, denominated Orthodoxy — ' a system which he had always 
msUked, and which had been odious to him,^ &c." 
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It was at this stage of Mr. Smithes moTements that the 
* Puritan,' the Orthodox paper published in Lynn, came out 
against Mr. Smith, in the following terms : " It has happened 
unto Smith according to the true proverb, ' the dog is re- 
turned again to his vomitf' '* &c. We quote the language 
more at length in the next chapter. The Gonunittee con* 
tinue : — 

'* And BOW «a to the results — he remarked * that the lecture he 
delirered in the South church, June 10, was written under a strong 
sense of duty, and under great mental excitement. Many things con- 
tained in it, if he were now to repeat the lecture, he should still say 
-»bnt many things he would on no oonaderatkm repeat. It was 
divided into three parts, 1st. The evidence relied on hj bdieverB in 
the restitution of all things, to prove that there is no ratnre punish- 
ment — I know^of but one text adduced, which I should not now 
adopt. 

'* 2d. Class of texts, * he should adopt without exception^ they 
present what he believes to be the doctrine of the Scriptures in relsp 
tion to future punishment.' * He said, he would on no account vthat" 
eoer, even were his bread depending on it, advocate the docteime or 

ENDLESS PUNISHMENT.' 

'* 3d. As to the results of the doctrine of the Restitution. ' Some 
of his remarks in the South Church he felt to be true, and some of 
them NOT TRUE ; such as he would on no consideration whatever, 
repeat. He believed there were as lorge a proportion of honesty 
foorthy^ and i>irtaou8 persons among the believers of the Restitution, as 
in any other denomination. Nor was he willing to admit that his own 
ministry in Salem, had been without success — he had evidence to the 
contrary; men had been made better and holier ---this was the 
object of his preaching.' He remarked, in conclusion, ' that much 
had been said respecting lus case, of which he must of course be 
ignorant, and which he had no wish to know.' He remarked, ' that 
whatever our creed may be, reason must have the preeminence — 
it would not do to surrender ourselves to the impulses of feeling.' 
He said, ' he had now recovered his health, and his reason, and he felt 
cheered on his way, by a firm belief in the doctrine of the restitu- 
tion OF ALL THINGS. He felt that all the sorrows and trials through 
which he had been called to pass, had been ordered by our heavenly 
Father, for wise and benevolent purposes — and that God would 
carry on his purposes of love, manifested in the gift of Him, who 
shed his atoning blood, tiU God shall be flff 171 a//.'" • • • • 

One fact is here omitted by the Salem Committee. Mr. 
Smith's friends tried to procure the Universalist meeting- 
house in which he had formerly preached, for his use on this 
occasion, and it was refused; which shows that he had en* 
tirely lost the confidence of the e;reat body of Universalista 
in Salem. The Committee contmue : — 
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" Some of the Uniyersalist breduren, still hftviiig confidence in Mr. 
Smithes Binceiity, and believing, also, that his mind had been disor- 
dered, but was now happily restored, rented apdn the Lyceum Hall, 
and he recommenced preaching there, on tno second Sabbath in 
August. A Society was formed ; the preamble was drawn up by 
Mr. Smith, and the declaration of faith was precisely like that of 
the old UniTenalist Society, it being copied Terbatim. Mr. Snuth 
had a fonnal ' call ' to become the pastor of this new society, on the 
second day of September, 1840, (five months after he was dismissed 
from the old society.) After taking the subject into serious consid- 
eration, fur the space of twelve days, he accepted the ' call.' The 
following is an extract from his answer, dated Sept. 14, 1840 : — • 

*' * It [the call] has been the occasion of much sohcitude and prayer 
And after weighing the matter well, and viewing it in all its aspects, 
I am disposed to cast in my lot with yours, and follow what I trust 
is the guidance of divine wisdom. I therefore say, that I accede to 
your proposal of the 2d of Sept.' 

*^ He preached one Sabbath after this, and on the 27th of the same 
month, recalled his afiirmative answer to the ' call,' alleging ill health 
as the cause. He says : — 

^* * Several days of indisposition admonishes me to abandon the min- 
istry for a season — and if my body and mind do not reach a sounder 
condition than I now enjoy, my public labors will be total.* I make 
this annunciation with pain. But the advice of my friends, with the 
best medical advice I can obtain, induces me at all sacrifices, to abide 
this determination, if I would ever again enjoy a sound mind, or a 
healthy frame. Affectionately yours, 

" * M. H. Smith.' 

**The originals of the preceding letters, in Mr. Smith's hand- 
writing, are at present in the possession of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Universalist Society, and may be seen by any one who 
wishes to see them. 

" In the month of August or September last, Mr. Smith went to 
Rev. Mr. Briggs, the general agent of the Unitarian .Association, 
saying that he contemplated travelling to the West, and wanted to 
be employed as a preacher in the Unitarian denomination. 

" We submit this statement of facts without comment ; others will 
be forthcoming, should circumstances make it necessary. And in 
view of these, we may exclaim with Rev. Parsons Cooke, that * the 
phenomena of such a mind defy classification ! They are subject to 
no laws, either of rationality or delirium ! ! ' 

Eleazer M. Dalton,"] 
Edward Palfrey, [ 
L. B. Harrington, I Committee of 
R. L. Gordon, >the Universalist 

P. R. Weston, Society, Salem. 

Daniel Varney, 
Aaron Kkhew, Jr., ^ 
" Aaron Purbeck, Jr., Clerk. 
" Salem, Fdniiary 23, 1841." 

* This word should douhlless be Jinal, instead of " total. » 
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" N. Bt I lisel aathoriaed to say, ihaX aome of tlie p rom in e nt 
bers (in Salem) of the denominatioii to which Mr. Smith haa now 
connected himself, are ready to testify to the oonectneas of the abote 
atatement, and other similar facts. Chaibm an or Comxittek." 

Mr. Smith pretends that he retained the confidenee of bis 
Universalist brethren till he finaUy went over to the Ortho^ 
dox. This is untrue. He never enjoyed the confidence of 
the Universalist ministers^ generally, after his deceptive cor- 
respondence with Mr. Balch. This will appear from four 
facts. 1. Though he was installed over the Universalist 
society in Salem, while the Massachusetts State Convention 
of Universalists was in session there, yet no request for his 
installation came before the Convention, nor did that body 
take any action in the matter. This was contrary to our in- 
variable usage. He feared, undoubtedly, to bring the matter 
before the Convention, lest that body should retuse to grant 
the petition for installation, until an investigation had been 
had on the Balch correspondence, and other unfavorable ru- 
mors. To avoid this, an Installing Council was privately 
held, composed of certain brethren who were disposed to 
give Mr. Smith all opportunity to redeem his cnaracter, 
without arraigning him for his past misdeeds. This Coun- 
cil held its session at the same time that the Council of the 
Convention was in session. 2. During all his ministry in 
Salem, his nearest neighbor among his clerical brethren, 
Rev. Mr. Austin, of Danvers, si man of high standing in our 
order, Standing Clerk of our General Convention, author of 
" A Voice to Youth," and « A Voice to the Married," did not 
and would not exchange desk services with him. 3. In the 
spring of 1839, Mr. S. was anointed to deliver the next Oc- 
casional Sermon before the Massachusetts Universalist Sab- 
bath School Association. But within an hour or two, the 
vote making that appointment was reconsidered, and Rev. J. 
M. Austin was appointed in his stead. 4. The letter of Rev. 
H. Ballou to Mr. Collier, (page 39.) 

There are two facts which show that his last renunciation 
of Orthodoxy, in Salem, failed to regain him the confidence 
of Universalists. 1. The Universalist meeting-house in 
Salem could not be obtained for his renunciation of Ortho- 
doxy. 2. The remarks of the * Trumpet,' and * Freeman,' 
on this affair, which we have previously given, (pages 26, 27.) 
A few individuals only continued to respect him, and they 
very charitably believed him to have been laboring under the 
influence of a disordered imagination. 
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Thus closed Mr. Smith's labors as a preacher of TJniver- 
salism. about the last of September, 1840. And he says, in 
his ** Experience," p. 48, " On the last Sabbath in the year 
1840, both Mrs. Smith and myself united with the First 
Church in New Haven, Connecticut, of which Rev. Leonard 
Bacon is pastor." This is an Orthodox church. 

Thus, just three months elapsed between the close of his 
ministry among the Universalists and his joining the com- 
munion of the Orthodox. He commenced lecturing against 
Universalism in October, 1840, and was ordained as an Or- 
thodox minister in Maiden, in July, 1842. The sermon was 
by Rev. Mr. Kirk. Revs. A. W. M'Clure and Parsons Cooke 
were chief movers in this measure. 

Fiom this review of Mr. Smith's " Experience," and the 
supplying of his important omissions, the reader will perceive, 

1. That he pretended firm faith in Universalism for a 
period of five years, during which, he now says, he was 
" agitated^ anxious, doubting, miserable ; preaching in the 
face of evidence " he " could neither gainsay nor with- 
stand ;" and that during this period he wrote in a vein of 
the most perfect confidence in Universalism, describing its 
triumphs in the hour of death. 

2. That the leading cause of his withdrawal from the Uni- 
versalist ministry was, evidently, the pressure of Universalist 
discipline, growing out of his misconduct. 

3. That he continued pastor of the Universalist society in 
Salem until dismissed by a vote of the proprietors. 

4. That he wavered to and fro between the Universalists, 
Unitarians and Congregationalists, in Salem, till he lost the 
confidence of all three denominations in that vicinity, and 
when he findUy went over to the Orthodox, was obliged to 
go to Connecticut to gain fellowship. 

It is a fact well worthy of note that no Orthodox church 
in Salem has ever been opened to him, for the delivery of 
his lectures against Universalism, since he closed his resi- 
dence in that city. 

And, strange as it may seem to the candid and inquir- 
mg, for whom we write, nearly all these facts had been 
given to the public, when Rev. Mr. Kirk and the other mem- 
bers of the Council, laid hands upon Mr. Smith, in solemn 
ordination, at Maiden. " These things were not done in a 
comer." They were notorious in all the "region round 
about" Boston and Salem. And yet, for sectarian capital, 
to create and perpetuate prejudice in the public mind, against 
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UniTersalists, and to check the rapid progress of their views, 
these men, professed ministers of Jesus, ordained, and have 
since countenanced and aided Mr. S., in his work of detrac- 
tion and revenge. " Father, forgive them," — would that we 
could add the palliating words — "for they know not what 
they do." But this, in the case of Messrs. Rogers, Kirk, 
and others near them, would be a stretch of charity, for they 
have acted in the sunshine. 
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CHAPTER II. 

MR. SMITH'S COURSB, SINCE HIS PROFESSED CONVERSION 
TO THE VIEWS OF THE ORTHODOX. 

And tha latt state of that man ii wone than the firat. Matt. zii. 46. 

Fbom the previous chapter it has been seen that Mr. 
Smith's position in relation to the Universalist denomina- 
tion, is such as to render him prejudicedf as a witness, and 
that his former conduct goes to impeach his character for 
strict veracity. 

Mr. S. and his friends pretend that he left the Universal- 
ists voluntarily, and because they were so corrupt that he 
could not, conscientiously, remain in their connection. The 
facts we have recorded show that the reverse of this is true. 
Instead of Mr. Smith's ideal of piety being so much purer 
than that of his Universalist associates, his conduct fell so 
far below their standard of morality that he was made the 
subject of their discipline and censure, and was retained in 
their ministry only on his profession of penitence and their 
hope of his reform. And when he finally joined the Ortho* 
dox, he had lost the confidence of Universalists in general, 
been excluded from the desk he had last occupied in their 
ministry, and could not have obtained admission to any 
pulpit in that denomination. 

Let us now suppose a parallel case on the other side. An 
individual is, for twelve years, connected with the Orthodox 
ministry. He is several times under their discipline for 
matters involving his veracity, and is made the subject of 
their censure and admonition. Finally, to avoid further dis- * 
cipline, he withdraws from all disciplinary responsibility. 
Finding himself thus cut off from ministerial sympathy, he 
seeks fraternity with the Episcopalians, and attempts to revo- 
lutionize his society. They become suspicious and exclude 
him from his charge, a small minority, only, still retaining 
confidence in him. He then goes before a Universalist con- 
gregation and renounces Orthodoxy, — is countenanced by 
die Universalists, and is about to be received into their com- 
munion. His few remaining friends among the Orthodox 
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remonstrate with him ; and he renounces Uniyersalism, pro* 
fessing to have been deranged when he renounced Ortho- 
doxy. Failing to regain the confidence of the Orthodox, he 
again renounces Or&odoxy, goes into another state, joins 
the tJniyersalists, and commences lecturing a^painst the 
Christian character of the Orthodox and the moral tendency 
of their doctrines, admitting, in these lectures, that he was 
never firmly established in the Orthodox faith, but was 
"agitated, anxious, doubting, miserable; preaching in the 
face of evidence he could neither gainsay nor withstand," 
and *' in a measure afloat," with *' no settled opinions upon 
religion." The Universalists receive and welcome and 
triumph over him, knowing all these facts. His lectures 
are -published, puffed in the Universalist papers, and circu- 
lated through the country. What would be thought of the 
candor and piety of the Universalist ministers and people ? 
Much, we apprehend, as the more candid of all denomina- 
tions have thought of those who have endorsed and aided 
Mr. Smith in his crusade against the XJniversalists. 

What the verdict of public opinion, in this case, has been, 
may be gathered, in part, from the following extracts from 
various secular and religious newspapers. 

TESTOIONT OF THS AELIGIOUS PRESS. 

Afler Mr. Smith had renounced Orthodoxy the second 
time, in Mechanic Hall, in Salem, in August, 1840, the 
following notice appeared in the * Puritan,' an Orthodox 
journal, edited by Eev. Parsons Cook, and published in 
liynn:— 

" It has happened unto Smith wocaxdmg te the tnia praveih, ' the 
dog is returned again to his voaut.' Our readers wffl oatiinlly side, 
whether the man is a maniac or an impostor. 

^' We answer, if he is an impostor, he is a most fooliah one, eany- 
ing on his work without a rational prospect of anything, but iw^^figg 
himself supremely ridiculous in view of all parties. 

" And if he is a maniac, he is a strange one. The phenomena of 
such a mind defy classification. They are subject to no lawv, either 
of rationality or delirium." 

Afiter Mr. S. had consummated his connection with the 
Orthodox denomination, and commenced preaching among 
them, the following remarks appeared in the ' Christian 
Watchman,' ^ Baptist paper in Boston: 

" Much notoriety has lately been confeiied on a certain eccentric 
ia^vidnal, w^io has been for sevenil years a tlnivennS^ Y<»^'^u«.Ns 
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Htttferd, Salem, and elsewhere. He has heen racHUting between 
difoent theories for some time past ; now assuring his hearers of his 
firm belief in the salvation of all men ; and then in a short time warn- 
ing them against it as a ' doctrine of devils.' Twiee, we believe, he 
has renounced his Universalism in Congregational pulpits, aad within 
a few weeks afterwards has declared that it was done under the influ- 
ence of mental aberration ; he solemnly declaring that he was totalij 
nnconscious of what he was doing at the time. The last we hear 
from him he is preaching Orthodoxy under the countenance of Dr. 
Hawes, pastor of one of the Congregational churches in Hartford. 
One thing is certain, he possesses the power of obtaining the confi- 
dence of a certain class of ministers to a very remarkable degree. 
The case may be of some interest and value to the inteUectnal 
philosopher, to illustrate some of the anomalous workings of ^ 
human mind. But to see the friends of religion connecting the con- 
duct of such a man in any sense with proofs of its truth, or its value, 
is to us painful." 

When Mr. Smith's large book was issued, the following 
remarks, in a notice of the work, appeared in the ' Congre- 
gational Journal,' an Orthodox paper published in Concord, 
N. H., and edited by Rev. Henry Wood. It is found in the 
* Journal ' of October 20th, 1842 : — 

'* The religious history of the author, who is now settled as pastor 
of the first Congregational Society in Nashua, ia probably known to 
most of our readers; without endorsing all his statements or jtro- 
nouncing an opinion upon all the circumstances of his conversion^ we 
can say the book is worthy of universal perusal for the disclosures it 
makes of the heartless system it confutes. By no means would we 
approve of angry denunciation of Universalists, or hold them up as 
brutified by every vice ; the farce and powerlessness of the system, 
as indicated in the late * United States Universalist Convention,' as 
well as in every place where the doctrine is embraced, are enough 
for its overthrow with all considerate minds." 

The * Christian Register,' the organ of the Unitarians, 
has thus spoken : — 

" We gave an account of Mr. Smith's book, and in pretty direct 
terms intimated that we had no respect or confidence in him, and that 
we supposed his statements exaggerated and extravagant, and that 
our readers might judge of this we gave an extract. We cannot 
give up our columns to a long and labored defence of Universalism ; 
out we have accorded to one editor, who felt aggrieved at our notice, 
and are perfectly ready to accord to any one else, the use of our 
columns, to show the falsity of that portion of the volume which we 
inserted in the Register, or to make any brief statement setting forth 
its general inaccuracy, and the little reliance there is to be placed tnk 
its statements." — Christian Register, Oct, 29, 1842. 
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Thcf foregwig extract shows that the editor had no fiidth in 
XJniversalism, and no confidence in Mr. Smith. 

Mr. Smith's latest publication, his *' Text-Book of Uniyer- 
salism," was published in Salem, the theatre of his most 
important movements. How its appearance was hailed by 
candid men in that city, may be learned by the following 
remarks from the * Salem Observer,' a secular paper, the 
editor of which is not a Universalist. 

*' This book seems to be merely an abridgment of a former work, 
published in Boston, sometime since, for the same author. Whether 
he has forgotten the existence of his first productioD, or that it failed 
in answering the object he had in view, we do not know ; but one 
thing JB certain, there is nothing in this latter work whi^ has not 
appeared before, only in different form and arrangement. 

'' With the religious opinions of the author, or the body of Chris- 
tians which he labors so hard to bring into disrepute, we have nothing 
to do; — the merits of the arguments which are put forth in this 
production will undoubtedly receive all the attention they deserve 
from those whose business it is thus to do ; but we must express our 
disapprobation of the spirit in which the book is written, and our 
regret that one ]^ofes8ing to be a disciple and miuiater of Jesus 
Christ, should descend to low abuse and slanderous gossip when 
treatiog* of a subject which calls for calm and sober thought. 

*' We think Mr. Smith will find it a hard task to convince the 
world of his sincerity, so long as he makes a book, professing to 
discuss an important religious point, the medium of conveying his 
abuse and personal revenge *ipon a large and respectable body of 
Christians." 

Thus, against the strong tide of public opinion, has Mr. S. 
been sustained by the Congregationalists in his course of 
detraction and bitterness towards Universalists. With the 
plainest evidence of a general want of confidence in his sin- 
cerity and truthfulness, he is held up before society as a 
"reformed Universalist." Such is the language in which 
he has been announced by Orthodox ministers, in giving 
notice of his lectures. 

But his present associates take this ground in the case: 
They admit that Mr. Smith was a very bad man, while con- 
nected with the Universalists ; but contend that he is now 
converted, regenerated, reformed. Although he does not 
profess to have been established in the Universalist doctrine, 
yet they think he had faith enough in it to make him very 
wicked. But he is now a ^* Chruitian" and what he has 
said and written concerning Universalists, since his convert 
sum, must be true. 

To meet this ^argument we are compelled^ ^:^g^kQ&\» ^>£t 
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feelings, to refer to ike chavac^ter of Mr. S., for truth and 
veracity, since his alleffed conversion. The question here 
naturally arises, Has Mr. S. improved, in this respect, by 
his professed change or changes ? We know, and his present 
friends admit, that he has formerly been peculiar for deception 
and subterfuge. Is he now a candid, truthful man, careful and 
conscientious in regard to the authenticity of his stateinents ? 
If he is, then doubtless what he has written of the iniquity 
of Universalists is true, and they are a very wicked people. 

But if Mr. S. still retains his peculiar constitutional bias 
towards misrepresentation and recklessness in his state* 
ments, then his testimony is not to be taken without other 
proof; and the Universalists may still be an innocent, unof- 
fending, and injured people. 

Hence the candid reader will perceive the necessity of 
settling this point. This necessity we regret; but it is 
thrown upon us by the position taken by our opposers and 
the friends of Mr. Smith. Had he gone quietly over to the 
communion of the Orthodox after he had lost his standing 
among us, and^ instead of assaying our Christian character 
by slander and misrepresentation, lived " a quiet and peace- 
able life, in all godliness and honesty," and brought forth 
"fruits meet for repentance," all true Universalists would 
have bidden him " God speed." Then this book, and espe- 
cially this chapter, would not have been written. 

But as his cruel misrepresentations are indorsed by his 
present ministerial associates, and sealed with the argument, 
that he speaks under the influence of a new heart, sanctified 
by the Holy Spirit, we are driven to facts to meet this argu- 
ment. These facts have been furnished us by Mr. Smith 
himself. He himself has also made most of them public, 
and we now only collect and arrange them. For this, neither 
he nor his friends can reasonably censure us. 

We shall not here discuss the character of our author, 
since his connection with the Orthodox ministry, for humil- 
ity, pecuniary honesty, or kindness and husbandly attention 
to his family. We ask the reader's attention solely to the 
point of his candor and veracity in making statements. And 
on this point we shall compile none of the thousand rumors 
that are afloat in community ; but shall " speak what we do 
know" and what Mr. S, himself has spoken and written. 

PACT I. 
[From the ' Chrittian Bagister* of Maj 70, 18«a] 

'' In Mr. Smidi's first book, <A tleply to tiie Penona! Attadc of 
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Mr. O. A. Skumer and Othen,' he relates, in part, the cirenmwtanees 
of his own dismission from the Universalist Socie^ in Salem. This 
society discarded him in consequence of the tricKery and daplicity 
they thought they discorered in his course ; and from that time he 
lost the confidence of the Umversalist ministers, and never afterwards 
received their fellowship or sympathy. But in order to make it ap- 
pear that he still retained the confidence of the Universalist ministers^ 
itfter his separation from the Salem Sodety, he makes the following 
statement on page 13, of the above-named pamphlet : — 

*' *■ You will observe that this separation' [from the Universalist 

. Society in Salem] ^ was the result of a demand upon the society 

which they thought they could not accede to. How did it affect my 

standing among iTniveisalist ministers? In reply, I will present a 

few letters which are in my possession.' 

''Mr. S. th^i proceeds to give the contents of five letters from 
Universalist ministers, with their dates, all of which were written 
PKETious to his separation from the Salem society. His dismission, 
by the proprietors of the meeting-house, took place in April, 1840. 
And yet, to show that he retained the confidence of the ministry, after 
this dismission, he has the assurance to give four letters, all bearing 
date previous to 1840 ; the earliest being dated June 29th, 1838, and 
the latest, December 3d, 1839. Such is the character of M. H. S. 
for evasion." 

FACT II. 

Mr. Smith's 1st book contained a libel on the character 
of Mr. John B. Dods, formerly a Universalist minister. Mr. 
Dods prosecuted the puUishers of this pamphlet, Messrs. 
Tappan & Dennet. They took it out of court and settled it 
by paying the costs, as the following certificate will show : — 

" Sup. Jud. Court, Sufiblk. In vacation. 

'' Jn. B. Dods vs. Chas. Tappan and othxrs. 

'* In the above case. 
It is agreed that judgment be entered for pl'fiT., for costs of court, 
taxed at thirty-nine dollars and forty-seven cents. 

" Charles G. Thomas, Plf 's Att'y. 

" Cha's. Theo. Russell, Deft's Att'y. 
'* A tme copy, 

"Attest, Geo. C. Wildb, Cfer*." 

In Mr. Smith's subsequent publications, he has made no 
% retractions ; but has omitted all allusion to Mr. Dods. This 
is one specimen of his candor and caution in making state- 
ments concerning personal character, since his conversion to 
Orthodoxy. 

FACT ra. 
When Mr* Smith delivered his lectures against Umirar* 
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ealifltn, in Nashua, in the spring of 1842, previous to tiiek 
publication, after narrating his experience, and giving his 
own version of his changes, he said, aUuding to the spring 
of 1839; — 

'' About this time I received a very upjeent dnd nnanimous invi- 
tation to take the pastoral charge of the Uniyersalist society in this 
place," [Nashua,] ''with the assurance that they could raise a larger 
salary for me than for any other man in the denomination." 

This language was taken down by the writer of this " Re- 
view," who, with hundreds of others, heard it uttered. The 
following certificate from the Postmaster at Nashua, will 
show iti^falsity : — 

''I hereby certify, that I was present on the occasion above 
referred to, and heard Mr. Smith state, in substance, what is here 
attributed to him. I was clerk of the Universalist Society in Nashua, 
and chairman of the Conmiittee, at tiie time specified. No vote was 
ever taken by said society, invitine Rev. M. H. Smith to become its 
pastor ; and he had never preached in their pulpit. 

''Charles P. Damforth. 

''Boston, July 8a, 1846." 

FACT IV. 

During Mr. Smith's residence, as a Congregationalist min- 
ister, at Nashua, N. H., a Temperance Convention was held 
in the neighboring village of Manchester. At that Conven- 
tion, Mr. Smith stated that there was not a single member 
of his congregation in Nashua, who either drank or sold 
intoxicating drinks, or owned a building which was used for 
the sale of intoxicating drinks. At the same time, intoxi- 
cating liquors were sold in the store of a man who was a 
member of Mr. Smith's congregation. ' The keeper of one 
of the village hotels where liquor was sold, held a pew in 
Mr. Smith's meeting-house, and supported that worship. 
Another of the taverns, and the worst one in the village, 
belonged, principally, to a family who were prominent mem- 
bers of Mr. Smith's meeting. Several persons, at the time 
this statement was nitade, attended Mr. Smith's meeting, who 
were in the habit of drinking intoxicating liquors. Among 
them was one man, well known in that community, who 
was afterwards called as a witness, on the prosecution of a 
shop-keeper, for breach of the license law ; and who testified 
in court, that he had procured and drank liquor in the 
defendant's store. Many citizens of Nashua heard this 
statement of Mr. Smith in the Temperance Convention at 
IMbnchester, and know the facts here stated. Among them, 
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wafl the writer of ibis *' Review,** at that ^me, and for aer* 
eral years preirious, pastor of a society in Nadtna. 

FACT V. 

In the winter of 1843, while Mr. S. was a Congregational 
minister at Nashua, N. H., a Mr. Marshall, who had left 
Mr. Smiths meeting and attended that of the Unitarians, 
was expelled from Mr. Smith's church, on the charge of 
*^ profaneness and general impiety." Nashua had then 
recently been divided, and a new town set off, called Nash* 
viLLE. The dividing line is the Nashua river, which runs 
directly through the village. 

Rev. Mr. Hoiiand, then preaching to the Unitarian society 
in that village, published an article in the ' Christian Regis- 
ter' of April 8th, 1843, in defence of Mr. MarshalL In this 
article he said, that Mr. M. had a certificate of character, 
** signed by the officers of the Nashua Railroad, the Select* 
men of the town," [meaning the town of Nashvills, ^idiere 
the railroad depot was located,] ** the t&vm derky and some 
of the principal citizens of various relinous societies." 

Mr. Smith published, a reply to Mr. Holland in ^e < Chris- 
tian Register' of April 22, 1843, in which he savs, " That 
Mri M. has a certificate from the town clerk of JVashua of 
his good moral chaiacter, is not tnuJ" 

'Was not this evidently designed to deceive ? Mr. Smith 
knew all the local circumstances of the case, and it must 
have been evident to him that Mr. Holland meant the town 
clerk of NaskvUIe^ instead of Nashma ; and yet, he intimateir 
that Mr. Holland's statement "is not true^^ italicizing his 
charge of falsehood. 

FACT VL 

On the occasion of Thanksgiving, November 14, 1844, 
Mr. Smith delivered, in his desk in Nashua, a sermon, which 
was afterwards published and entitled, " The Blbssikos tet 
LEFT vs." In tnat sennon, pp. 10, 11, he made a very bcdd 
assertion in reference to the Hon. John H. Steele, then 
governor of the State of New Hampshire. As soon as the 
aermon was out of press, large quantities of it were imme* 
diatelv sent to Concord, where die Legislature was in session, 
and the apparent object was to produce politideil efilect, and 
defeat the reelection of Governor Steele. Mr. Smith was 
supposed to have been influenced in this measure by certam 
political men in his congregation. This gave rise to a cor* 
lespondence between Mr. Smidi and Gbvemor Steele, 
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was published in the * Congregational Jonmal)' and from 
which we make the following extracts : — 

"Concord, December 5, 1844. 

"IZctJ. M. Hale Smith : — Sir : From a fiiend I received a printed 
Qopy of a dttcouise purporting to have been delivered by you. And 
on page teMh of that production, the following unqualified sentence 
c>ccur8 : * In our own state, we have seen our governor, with hui 
official mfluence about him, in a common school convention recently 
held, openly and zealously denounce the Bible as a book not proper to 
be placed in a common school.' The language immediately follow- 
ing the above quotation shows that you were aware of having made 
a serious charge; a charge which I am compelled to believe was 
intended to injure my reputation as a citizen, and impair, if not de- 
stroy, my usefulness as a magistrate ; and, if left to judge from your 
language alone, every reader would doubtless conclude that what 
you there assert was known to you as an uncontrovertible fact. And 
pet there is not one word of truth in the whole sentence. Now, sir, if 
you are, or ev^i wish to be considered, a man of truth, you will imme- 
diately, on the receipt of this, give me the name, &c., of your 
.author ; or, if you are yourself the author,- you can do nothing less 
than openly acknowledge yomr error, and for the future not suffer 
your zeal so far to outstrip youi knowledge as to cause you to forget 
the rights of others, much less to bear false witness against Siy 
neighbor. 

" I am, sir, a lover of truth and an admirer of the truth-teller. 

'* Jno. H. Steele. 

" There is, sir, another paragraph or sentence in your sermon, a& 
you are pleased to call it, in wMch you have changed and ^rverted 
what I md sagr at the common school convention in question, in a 
manner which no honest man, knowing the foctSy would have done. 
But of tlus I may have occasion to sp^dE hereafter." 

On the receipt of this, instead of retracting, like a man, the 
calumnious statement, he wrote an evasive answer, evidently 
designed to draw from the governor some admission by 
which he could justify himself and create still more prejudice 
towards the governor. The following is his answer : — 

"Nashua, December 7, 1844. 
"To At* EapceUency, Governor J, H. Steele: — Sir: I respect- 
fully acknowledge your letter of the 5th inst. I was not present at 
the common school eonvention to which you allude. My authority 
for the statements in my sermon, in relation to yourself, was the 
united testimony of gentlemen who were present who understood 
you to object to the use of the Bible in common schools, and to 
oppose all public prayer. Do I understand your Excellency to be in 
favor of placing* the Bible in common schools, and of daily opening 
its session with vocal prayer? It was with no intention to injure 
you, either as a man or a magistrate, tiiat allusion was made to your- 
a^, ajtiioogh you aze pleased to-aocuse me of such intention. The 



u. smith's suBsnnnmr covksb. 6d 

qo uveirti on at Peterboro* vna a pnblie one. Ilie xcmaxkB were pttblfe. 
They were made in open sesedon, frankly avowed and nndisgrnaed. 
As snch, they were supposed to be 3roiiT ddiberate opinion. ^vVhen 
spoken, they bek>nged to the public, open to review, to adoption, to 
condemnation. And it never occurred to me that the slightest injury 
would be done by giving pubhdty to the sentiments wmch you had 
openly avowed and zealously defended. Because they were pnUic, I 
auud^ to them ; because raneful, I censured them. I ther^re di»- 
daim, wholly disclaim, the intention your ExceUeney imputes to me. 
A part of the proceedings of the convention at Peterboro' was pecu- 
fiar : those which gave rise to the impression made, espedaUy so. 
The spirit manife^ed — the manifest excitement under which you 
labored — the tone of your address towards some memben of the con- 
vention, were such as to excite surprise and pain in many minds not 
unfriendly to yourself; and had my intention been what you piofesi 
to believe, I should have given an account of that meeting, with the 
remarks personal and otherwise which then were made, a»l not whai 
I supposed were your deliberate opinions upon the BiiUe and prayer 
in common scheoh. Yon are plened to pronounce my statement on 
page 10 an unqualified one. Will you please inform me on two 
pointat 1. Is your Exeelleney in &var of pladng the BiMe in oonH 
mon schoolsl 2. Are you in &vor of puWc prayer in sehodst 1 
will place at your diajposal my authority as soon as it is in my power 
to obtain it. In relation to all that is proved to be wrong, you dull 
have a manly and ^^peedy retraction. 

'' Your ExceDency's o.b't. servant, 

"M. Hals Smith.** 

To this the governor returned the following reply, |ii 
which will be seen, in the words italicized, a catting ailasion 
to Mr. Smith's " Experience," as given in his book : — 

" Ck>NCORD, December 11th, 1844. 

'^ Rev. M, Hale Smith: — Sir: Yours of the 7th was received 
yestepday. Its contents serve only to show that you are fax more 
anxious to seek for evidence to sustain your unfounded charges, than 
to right the wrong you have done. You had before you my unguali-' 
fied denial of your published assertions, together with a demand for 
TOur authority (if you had any) for your uttfmtnded slander. How 
have you answered? Not by frankly giving the name or names of 
your informants, but by makmg a general assertion that it was re- 
ceived from ' the united testimony o? gentlemen who were present ;' 
and new the dose dt your letter you say that you ' wffl place at (my) 
disposal (your) authority as socm as it is in (your) power to obtain it,' 
thus virtiully contradicting your first assertion, and admitting that 
you made the ehaxge without sufficient authority or knowledge of the 
feets you imderto^ to state, and are new under ^ necesnty ^ 
looking for eponsonr, and if found, you will then be leady to answet 
my ^oaslioiiB. Comment on sueh a ewme, or oa your pieseiit 
position is needless. 

^' in regard to tiie questions which yon haVe 8B^ fe to aiki H: 



7Q BEYIEllir. 

wotdd be soffioient for me to say that under present cbcomstaapes, 
you have no right to ask them, but will add that I have not the least 
Objection to answering those questions, or any other, to any honest 
inquirer. My course has been an open one ; my opinions, whether 
right or wrong, have not been concealed. I am not in the habit of 
preaching one thing and believing another^ nor of bringing unfounded 
accusations against my neighbors. 

*' Before I determine on a definite course, I shall wait a few days 
to ffive you every reasonable opportunity to collect or manufacture 
evidence to suiStain your/a^e, if not malicious, libel on my character* 

'* I am, sir, a &iend of the honest open dealer, and an enemy to all 
quibblers. Jno. H. Steele." 

Mr. Smith's reply bears date, Nashtta, Dec. 17, 1844, at 
the close of which, after naming his informants, he makes 
the following retraction r — 

** But on one point I am convinced that I misunderstood them and 
did injustice to you* I made the statement that you opposed the use 
of the Bible in common schools because, at that time, I bdieved I had 
unquestionable authority for so doinf . I retract it in full, because I 
find the statement not to be true. 1 regret the error. I will hasten 
to do you the justice the subjeet demands by an open retraction of the 
enor and by adding a printed slip to those sermons in my hands, to 
correct the error. Yours, respectfully, 

" M. Hale Smith." 

In his first letter, it will be remembered, Mr. Smith said : 
" I will place at your disposal my authority as soon as it is 
in my power to obtain it." Yet it proved, at last, that Mr. 
Smith had no authority for the statement he h&d made. 
Thus, recklessly and without evidence, he first wrote, then 
preached, then prepared for the press, then read in the proof, 
and finally sent out in print, a gross falsehood concerning the 
Executive of New Hampshire, and one which was designed 
to injure his reputation and influence in the State. 

FACT vn. 

In the same sermon, ♦* The Blessings yet left us," in which 
he so misrepresented Gov. Steele, Mr. Smith has the follow- 
ing remarks on capital punishment : — 

'* The third cla«» have demanded the repeal of the punishment of 
death for murder, on sectarian grounds. They say, that it opposes 
their creed, and hence the^ demand its repeal. The UnivCTsahsts in 
this State," [New Hami^ire,] '* in association, agreed, as I am in- 
formed, each preacher, to preach upon this subjeet, on this ground. 
They made arrangements to have one lecture delivered in every town 
in the State, urging people to vote against its continuaxKse on our 
statute-book ; and, so far as I know, this arrangement was goio- 
plated." (9ee page 17.) 
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l!1ii8 statement is as gross a misTepresentation as that con- 
cerning Gov. Steele's opposition to the use of the Bible in 
common schools. The universalists in New Hampshire are 
divided into six Associations, viz. : the Merrimac Biver, 
Rockingham, StrafR)rd, Sulliyan, Cheshire, and Grafton As- 
sociations. These Associations constitute, by delegation, 
the New Hampshire State Convention of Universalists. 
This State Convention had taken no action on the subject 
of capital punishment, when Mr. Smith made this statement. 
Of these six Associations, none had taken any action on this 
^subject, save the Cheshire Association. That Association, 
at its session in Alstead, September 11, 1844, about two 
months before Mr. S. made this statement, passed the fol- 
lowing resolution : — 

" Whereas, we bdieve the alxdition of* capital punishment is a 
great moial enterprise, intimately connected with thephilanthropy of 
me gospel and coogenjal with the spirit of the age, Ther^oie, 

^^ Resolved y That we recommend to each clergyman heUmging to this 
AssodtUioUf to deliver at least one sermon or lecture on that subject, 
between this and the first day of November next." — {See ^Babn tf 
Gileadj' Oa. 5, 1844.) 

Thus a single Association resolves that the abolition of 
capital punishment is " intimately connected with the philan- 
thropy of the gospel and congenial with the spirit of the 
age,'* and recommends that " one lecture " be delivered on 
the subject by ^^each clergyman belonging to this Assoctor 
tum,^^ embracing half a dozen ministers. And from such 
data Mr. Smith represents that the Universalists of the State 
oppose capital punishment on ** sectarian grottnds" He 
says : " They say it opposes their creed, and hence they de* 
mand its repeal;" — that ** they made arrangements to have 
one lecture delivered in every town in the St€Ue;" and adds, 
" So far as I know, this arrangement has been completed." 
And yet no such lecture had been delivered in the town in 
which Mr. Smith resided, when he made the statement! 
Such is Mr. Smith's candor and accuracy in making state- 
ments by which he may disparage those to whom he is in- 
imical. 

In this sermon, entitled " The Blessings yet left us," Mr, 
Smith seems to consider capital punishment as one of " the 
blessings yet left us." He contends for it on the ground that 
it is an iteifi in the law of God, yet unrepealed. According 
to that law^ capital punishment was inflicted for hearing false 
witness. And should that law be engrrafted on our criminal 
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code, Mr. S. might be a partaker of that " blesttsg^' he it so 
anxipus to perpetuate. 

FACT'Vra. 

While Mr. Smith was pastor of one of the CiHigzegational 
churches in Nashua, a young man died in the town, and his 
funeral was attended at the XJniversalist church, one Sun- 
day, at 5 o'clock in the afternoon. He was buried in mili- 
tary order. Mr. Smith had a lecture at the same hour. 
Many of his congregation, being members of the military 
companies, and friends of the deceased, attended the funeral. 
Mr. Smith's lecture was, consequently, not so fully attended 
as it would otherwise have been. This so enraged him that» 
on the next Sabbath, he came out with a most violent phi- 
lippic on the subject, and uttered a tirade of abuse upon the 
deceased, representing him as a dissipated and worthless 
character. This created much excitement, especially among 
the young gentlemen of the village, and many of Mr. Smith's 
hearers were very much mortified and displeased. The 
matter finally died away, until, some mondis afterwards, 
Mr. Smith having preached in Lowell one Sunday, attended 
the Baptist meeting in the evening, where Rev. Mr. Porter 
wasd^Uvering a series of discourses against Universalism. 
At the close of the lecture, Mr. Smith spoke, and he there 
reiterated his slander of the deceased young man in Nashua. 
When the intelligence reached Nashua, ihe father of the 
deceased, (Maj. Paul Morrill,) being thus wounded afresh, 
resolved to vindicate the character of his son and expose the 
Beverend slemderer. For this purpose he procured and pub- 
lished the following certificates and accompanyingremarks : — 

«THS ESV. If. HALE SMITH'S SLANDE^R OF THB DSAD. 
''with a CONTaADICTION OF THE SLANDER. 

" ' Thk certifies that the andersigned was present at the second 
Baptist Chuxeh [in Lowell,] on Sunday evening, Feb. 3d, 1846, and 
h^sund M. H. Smith, of Nashua, relate a circumstanee which he said 
traoapiecl ashcHTt time since ia the village in which he resided ; which 
was in substance, and nearly in his own words, as follows : — 

" ' There was a profligate young man of the village, addicted to 
drunkenness and debauchery ; he with some of his Immh companions 
went on an excursion to a neighboring town, a few miles distant, on 
the Sabbath, and spent the oay in oussipation. He drank a large 
qaaatitj of liq[aor upon a wager, and returned home intoxicated ; me 
next day be was tma Ml, and in nine days was a oorpse. His fune- 
ral was, the foUowing Sabbath, fixun. the XJniversalist Church. He was- 
buried under arms By the soldiers, who marched through the stisets 
wi^ martial music, disturbing the sacred stillness of the Sabbath 
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.with Doise and tmaiilt. AndtbeimniflteroAtfaeooeaiion 

a panegyric upon this Sabbath-breaker^ and landed his c1 

one worthy of imitatioa. J. G. PBABOor.' 

'< That the above statement of Mr. Peabody is snbstantially cor- 
rect, will be seen by the admissions of Rev. Mr. Smith, in his letter 
to Rev. Mr. Porter. 

*■ *■ *■ The undersigned has been pastor of the First Universalist Society 
in Nashua, since October, 1839. The only nailitary funeral efer 
held at that church on Sunday, was that of Walton Morrill, son of 
Maj. Paul Morrill, on Sunday. June 30th, 1844, at 5 o*ck>ck, p. x., 
(after all the meetings of the Sabbath were ended.) 

^' ' Military funer^ are not unusual in Nashua, nor are they pecu- 
liar to the Universalist Church. Sometimes they ooenr on Sunday, 
which I never have approved. A Mr. Saunders was buried under 
arms from the Baptist Church in Nashua, on Sunday, a year or two 
previous, at the regular hour of worship. And Dr. need was buried 
nnder'arms on Sunday , Feb. 7, 1841, m>m the Church in which Rev. 
Mr. Smith preaches. 

'' ' The mneral of Mr. Morrill was the most numerously attended of 
any I ever witnessed in Nashua. The body of the church, the aisles, 
gallery, and the vestry communicating with the body of the house, 
were all filled. There were also, it was said, as many outside as 
within. There were persons present firom all the societies in town, 
and probably more than twice the whole number of the Universalist 
congregation. 

*' ' JVir. Morrill was not a member of the Universalist church, society 
or congregation. I knew him, when living, only by sight, and do not 
remember ever to have seen him in my meeting. I was informed 
that he did not often attend any meeting. His partner in business, 
and kinsman, Mr. Smith Morrill, being a member of my congregation, 
{ was desired to visit the deceased during his sickness. I saw him 
once or twice, only, but he was unable to converse. 

*" I pronounced no *^ panegyric " upon the deceased at the funeral. 
I remarked that I was personally unacquainted with him, but had 
been informed that he was a very industrious young man, of temper- 
ate habits, oocrect business principles, and of a remarkably generous 
and obliging disposition. These virtues I commended as worthy of 
imitation ; but at the same time, and in the same connection, I urged 
the influences of devotion as the only sure support in affliction and 
death, and exhorted the young to raiding of the Bible and regular 
attendance on religious worship, as the most efiectual means of re- 
tigious oultnre. 

*' ' I may have been misinformed in regard to the character of Mr. 
Mornll. If I erred I am glad it was on the side of charity. Others 
who were better acquainted with him than myself, will doubtless give 
all needed information. L. C. Baowne. 

^'' Nashua, F^,Q, 1845.' 

*' By the above it will be seen that Mr. Smith most have referred 
to the funeral of Mr. Morrill, that being the only rmUtary funeral et&t 
held in the Universalist church in Nashua, on Sunday, 

7 
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*' * The undemgned was intimately acquainted with the late Waltoii 
Morrill. We were very intimate and often in company together. 
About two weeks previous to his death, he having been complaining 
for several days, I called on him one morning and asked him to take 
a ride with me to Dunstable Springs, suggesting that it might im- 
prove his health. He and I started without any other company. At 
the Springs we fell in company with four other young men. We all 
returned by way of Tyngsboro', and dined at Mr. Sond's Hotel in 
Tyngsboro'. 

'^ ' I drank no intoxicating liquor that day, and do not believe that 
Mr. Morrill drank any. There was none on our table at Tyngsboro*. 
We returned to Nashua between four and five o'clock that afternoon. 
After -we returned, Mr. Morrill went to work and killed his meat as 
usual, ready for market the next morning. He was not taken down, 
as I understood, till two days after our ride. 

*' ' He lived about eleven days after he was taken. Dr. Graves, 
who attended him, told me that his disease was typhus fever. 

'' ' Mr. Morrill being very intimate with me, I had an opportunity 
to know his habits, and I have never supposed him to have any love 
for spirits, and am quite certain that he did not often use intoxicating 
drinks. 

" * There was certainly no wager drank, to my knowledge, by any 
of our company, the day of the nde to Dunstable and Tyngsboro'. 

'^ ' He and I were near neighbors. J. A. Bowers. 

" 'Nashua, Feb, 7, 1846.' 

^^ Mr. Bowers has been for years a total-abstinence man. 

" * This may certify that I attended Walton Morrill a few of the last 
days of his sickness, which was in June, 1844, during which time he 
was sick with typhoid fever. I at no time suspected, or saw any 
symptoms indicating that his sickness was produced by intemperance, 
thinking him a young man of industrious and temperate habits. 

" * J. G. Graves. 

''*NaskviUe, F^, 7, 1845.' 

*' ' The undersigned has kept the American House, a Hotel in the 
village of Nashua, for many years. I have for years purchased meat 
of the Messrs. Merrills. I was acquainted with the late Walton 
Morrill, and he left meat at my house regularly for a long time pre- 
vious to his death. 

'^ * I always considered him an upright and sober young man, and 
believe he was highly esteemed in this community. I do not remem- 
ber that I ever knew him to drink a drop of intoxicating liquor, and I 
never heard it intimated that he was in the habit of urang it. 

" * William Adams. 

" 'Nashua, Feb, 7, 1846.' 

'' < The undersized do hereby certify that we were acquitted with 
Mr. Walton Momll, deceased ; ^at we always considered him, and 
believe that he was generally considered a younff man of integrity 
and of good habits. We never heard it intimated from any source, 
while he was living, that he was in the habit of using intoxicating 
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I. HiB lepatation lor monl ehaiaoler, in this oontmniuty, wis 
good. " ' Jefferson Rockwood, > Sdea/Mnnf 

" * S. P. WwoHT, J Noskua!^ 

" ' We do hereby certify that we conreraed with Isaac Spalding, the 
other member of uie board of Selectmen in Nashua, on the subject 
of signing the above certificate of Messrs. Rockwood and Wright, 
and £at Uie only reason he gare for refosing to sign it was, that he 
was not sufficiency acquaint^ with the deceased. 

" * Paul Morhill, 
'* ' Smith Morrill. 
" 'Nashua, FA, 28, 1845.' 

'* The certificates of Messrs. Rockwood and Wriffht, Dr. Grares, 
and Capt. Adams, were sent to Rev. Mr. Porter, of Lowell, in whose 
desk Mr. Smith made the statement, with a request that he would 
read them firom his desk. Thinking that it might be uncourteous to 
Mr. Smith to do so without consulting him, Mr. Porter addressed him 
a note, and receiYed the following answer, which he read in his desk 
along with the certificates : — 

" ' Rev, and Dear Sir: — The gentlemen to whom you refer as 
having^ signed a paper in relation to Walton Morrill, are altogerdier, 
save Dr. Graves, Universalists.* Their opinions are * ex cathedra^ 
besides being negative. One of the Selectmen, not a Univeisalist, 
to whom the paper was sent, refiued to sign it, 

'' * The case is simply this. If the son of Paul Morrill was not 
one of nine or ten younff men who visited, upon the Sabbath, a neirii- 
boring town and passed the day in dissipation, if he did not, by £al 
dissipation, bring on a fever and that fever caused sudden death, that 
dea^ resulting fiom that Sabbath's desecrations as cause and effect, 
if he was not on the subsequent Sabbath buried under arms, the sol- 
diers parading through the streets, marching and counter-marching, 
with drums, guns, and the rabble rout, turning our quiet Sabbath 
into a day of confusion like a noisy muster — If these points do not 
centre in his son, then has Paul Morrill no interest in the case. If 
they do, then must he make tlie most of it. 

'< ' Your most ob't. (Signed) M. Hale Smith. 

" * Rev. M. Porter. 

" ' Nashua] Fd>, 10, 1845.' 

'* The following certificate is signed by a large number of the most 
respectable citizens of Nashua. 

" * Nashua, Feb. 7, 1844. 

" * We the undersigned, citizens of Nashua, do hereby certify and 
attest that we were personally acquainted wi^ Walton Morrill, de- 
oeased ; that we were in the habit of seeing him almost daily, prior 
to his decease, engaged steadily in his daily avocation ; that we never 
heard or knew ofnis drinking spirituous liquors, as a daily beverage, 
neither did we ever know of his drinking to excess on any occasion ; 
and furthermore that he was a young man of much promise^ sustain- 
ing a good moral character in our community.' 

* N. B. Capt. Adams is a member of Rev. Mr. Ricbards' meeting (Can* 
gregational.] 
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" Among tbe names attaebed to the above certifieate aie tlie fo)> 
lowing : — 

"William W. Parker, Jesse Bowers, Sargent B. Tyler, C. H. 
Parker, Corydcm Winch, Thomas J. Robbins, F. Fletcher, Eleazer 
Barrett, Israel Hmit, Jr., J. M. Hmit, C. P. Danforth, T, G. Banks, 
Mark Gillis, Nelson Tuttle, Noah Wyeth, Joseph Wyman, H. J* 
Chapman, J. P. Tasker, George Bowers, Jesse Estey, Samuel 
McKean, Smith Morrill, and many others. S. B. Tyler and J. 
Wyman are members of Mr. Smith's congregation. Jesse Estey 
and T. G. Banks are members of Rev Mr. Richards' society. 

" The above certificates I hare procured for the purpose of vindi- 
cating the reputation of a lamented son, against the unprovoked and 
sl^derous attack of a minister of the gospel, whose ofl5ce it should 
be to minister consolation to the mourning, instead of wounding their 
feelings by scandalizing the friends they mourn. It has been to me 
a painful duty. But I should have done injustice to my feelings and 
the feelings of the community, had I su&red the slanders of the 
Rev. gentleman to pass uncontradicted. '* Paul Morrill. 

'^Nashua, February 2Sth, 1845." 

This affords another evidence that Mr. Smith's constitu- 
tional propensity to recklessness and exaggeration in making 
statements has not been eradicated, nor even diminished, by 
his alleged conversioh to that system of religion which denies 
the doctrine of present retribution, and promises an escape 
from all punishment by repentance at the hour of death. 

FACT IX. 

Mr. Smith's third book, as originally compiled, contained 
so much libellcrus matter, especially in relation to Rev. 
Thomas Whittemore, that Mr. S. N. Dickinson, of Boston, 
after he had undertaken its publication, and a large part of it 
was in type, took legal counsel, refused to proceed with it, 
and returned the manuscript to the author. We refer to 
Mr. Dickinson, — his foreman, Mr. Moody, — and his proof- 
reader, Mr. Oakes. Candid men, especially Christians, are 
not prone to libel their fellow-men, especially on account of 
a difference of religious opinion. 

In lecturing against Universalism, Mr. Smith has offcen 
lamented his wickedness while a Universalist, and in the 
same discourse, he would make statements destitute of truth 
and candor. He laments his deceptive letter to Mr. Balch, 
and in the same work, libels Mr. Dods. His course strongly 
reminds one of a character described in the ' Spectator,' No. 
136. The pretended writer, addressing the editor of the 
* Spectator,' complains of an unconquerable habit of invent- 
ing and telling falsehoods. He says : — 
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*' What is worae than all, it is impossibte to speak to me, hat yoa 
give me occasioii of coming out with one lie or other, that has neither 
wit, humor, prospect of interest, or any other motive that I can think 
of in nature. 

. T . . . . *^ I have intimations every day of my life thai 

nobody befieves me, yet I am never the better." 

» 

The writer then mentions seyeral other characters like 
himself, in this respect. Among them he describes a man 
of quality, a soldier, a loyer, and a merchant. And in con- 
clusion he says : — 

" But, alas, whither am I mnning? While I complain, while 1 
remonstrate to you, even all th» is a lie, and there is not one such 
person of quality, lover, soldier, or merchant, as I have now described, 
m the whole world, that I know of." 

Mr. Smith's Cretian piropensities do not seem to have been 
at all diminished by his theological changes. He seems 
unfortunately constituted, in this respect. A distinguished 
gentleman of New Hampshire, in speaking of this peculiarity 
of Mr. S., once remarked, that, according to his observation, 
** if a man is not bom right the first time, he never is." 

The termination of Mr. Smith's career in Nashua was on 
this wise. His controversy with Governor Steele, his wanton 
slander of the dead, in the case of young Morrill, his charac* 
teristic recklessness in regard to his statements, his course 
with Rev. Mr. Kichards, his lecture on the ** Origin of Uni- 
versalism," and his general tone of ministerial deportment, 
had made him the subject of general and unfavorable re- 
mark. A portion of his congregation were disalSTected, and 
some had even left the meeting on his account. 

Among other imprudences, Mr. Smith, while on a pleasure- 
visit to Hampton Beach, amused himself by rolling at nine- 
pins in a bowling alley. Some of the citizens of Nashua 
played with him, and brought the intelligence to Nashua, 
Some of his people were ofiended. At first, he justified it ; 
said that other Orthodox ministers practised the same, and 
he would repeat it whenever he pleased. But the feeling in 
his church was so strong against this course, that he after- 
wards made a confession in his desk. 

In the mean time there was a vacancy in Lowell, occa- 
sioned by the withdrawal of Rev. Mr. Blanchard from the 
pastorship of one of the Congregational churches in that 
city. Mr. Smith having frequently preached in that desk, 
on exchange and otherwise, to large congregations, attracted, 
probably, by curiosity and the novelty of hearing a " re- 
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fonned Universalist," mistook this novelty for popularity. 
And having asked some favors of his society in Nashua, 
over and above what he could claim by the conditions of the 
settlement, and which they were unwilling to grant, he asked 
a dismission, alleging HI health as the cause of the request. 
This was speedily granted, and a Council called to ratify 
the dissolution, in the mean time, the destitute society in 
Lowell invited another candidate. 

The Council convened on Tuesday, June 3d, 1845. Mr. 
Smith signified to them that his health had improved^ and 
that his mind had changed in regard to taking up his con- 
nection. Some of his society, however, insisted on a dismis- 
sion. Under these circumstances, the Council adjourned 
one month, after appointing a Committee to investigate and 
report, at their adjourned meeting, the state of feeling in Mr. 
Smith's society in regard to his dismission. The Council 
met according to adjournment, and this Committee reported 
that the state of feeling in the society was strongly in favor 
of a dissolution of the pastoral connection then existing. 
Whereupon Mr. Smith ivithdrew his request for dismission, 
contending that the Committee had misrepresented the feel- 
ings of the society. The Council having now nothing before 
them upon which to act, dissolved. 

Mr. Smith's Society held a large meeting a few days 
after, and passed a resolution expressing regret that the con- 
nection existing between them and their pastor had not been 
dissolved by the Council called for that purpose. This 
resolution was introduced by Deacon Greenwood, and was 
passed by a small majority. Mr. Smith soon tendered his 
resignation a second time. A second Council was called. 
A small number only of the delegates chosen to form the 
Council attended. Prominent among them, were min- 
isters from Boston and vicinity, who had committed them- 
selves for Mr. S. in the beginning, and were instrumental in 
bringing him into the field as the anti-Universalist champion. 
Mr. Smith made an elaborate plea before the Council, impli- 
cating his church, and justifying his own course. His 
people, wishing to get rid of him as quietly as possible, 
made no defence, although there was a question of veracity 
between him and one of the leading members of the church. 
The Council granted the dismission, alleging as the reason, 
the incongeniality of the climate to the health of Mr. Smith. 
They commended Mr. Smith, and rebuked the church. Mr. 
S. was absent for a season. He then returned and delivered 
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a kind of valedictory discourse in the Baptist church, his 
own former desk being no longer accessible to him. 

Thus ended Mr. Smith's career as a Congregational min- 
ister in Nashua, in August, 1845. After wandering to and 
fro, in Maine and other portions of New England, without 
obtaining any settlement, he went to Washington, at the 
opening of congress, and with characteristic modesty, pre- 
sented himself as a candidate for the chaplaincy ! Failing 
in this enterprise, he located as a minister at Washington. 
After occupying that position for about six months, he came 
back to New England, and in September, 1846, located in 
Boston. 

We shall now attend to the question, often proposed by 
our Orthodox brethren, ** If Mr. Smith was so bad a man as 
the Universalists pretend, why did they retain him so long in 
their ministry ? " To this we answer, that we called him to 
account for some of his misdemeanors, censured and admon- 
ished him, and on his professions of penitence, forgave him. 
To avoid further accountability, he withdrew from our juris- 
diction, still professing faith in our principles, and stood 
answerable only to his own society, till they lost confidence 
in him, and dismissed him. If we erred in not expelling 
him, we erred upon the side of charity. We acted in the 
spirit of that injunction of the Saviour, " If thy brother tres- 
pass against thee, rebuke him; and if he repent, forgive 
him." What could we do more ? 

And now we return the question. Why do our Orthodox 
brethren retain Mr. Smith in their ministry ? His greatest 
fault, when with us, was a disregard of strict veracity. We 
have showed that he has not improved in this respect under 
the influence of his new connection. If our doctrine made 
him bad, theirs has made him no better. If our discipline 
was too loose, theirs is still looser, for they have never even 
censured him for his derelictions. He was arraigned before 
an ecclesiastical tribunal, in Nashua, (the HoUis Association 
we believe,) on charges brought against him by Rev. Mr. 
Richards, his co-laborer in the Orthodox ministry in that 
place. We cannot obtain the precise facts in this case, 
^ut according to the account given by respectable people of 
his own denomination, who had personal knowledge of the 
matter, they were quite as reprehensible as his conduct in 
relation to the correspondence with Rev. Mr. Balch. And 
yet that ecclesiastical tribunal did not censure Mr. S., but 
had the matter settled silently. 
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Do these brethren then censure us for our lenity to Mr. 
S. ? We say to them, " Therefore thou art inexcusable, O 
man, whosoever thou art, that judgest; for wherein thou 
judgest another, thou condemnest thyself; for thou that 
judgest, doest the same things." Nay, worse things ; for we 
publicly condemned the conduct of our guilty brother, while 
they allow it to go unrebuked, nay, indorsed and counte- 
nanced by their influence in sustaining him, and putting him 
forward as the accuser of the innocent. They will yet find 
that there is a God who ^^judgeth in the earth.** 

To condense this brief biography, and aid the memory of 
the reader, we add the following 

CHRONOLOGICAL TABLE 

OP THE 

PRINCIPAL EVENTS AND CHANGES 

IN THE 

LIFE OF REV. MATTHEW HALE SMITH. 

October, 1810. Bom. — [^Eocperience,* pp. 9, 10.] 

18S7. Commenced preax:hing with the sect called Christ- 
ians, in the desk of Rev. J. V. Himes, at Ply- 
mouth, Massachusetts. — [Authority ^ Mr. Himes. 
See also, ^Experience,* p. 8.] 

August, 1828. Commenced preaching among the Universalists, in 

Medway, Massachusetts. — [^Experience,* pp. 9, 
10.] 

Dec. 1838. Commenced preaching to the Uniyeisalist societies 

in Brattleboro* and Gruilford, Vermont. — [^Expe- 
rience,* p. 10.] 

1830. Ordained as a Universalist minister. — [* Universalist 
Begister,'' for 1836.] 

1832. '* Accepted an invitation to remove to Hartford, 
Connecticut, and take charge of the Universalist 
society in that place." — [^Eocperience* p. 15.] 

May 19, 1835. Renounced Universalism in Hajtford. 

May 27, 1835. Wrote a letter td Rev. T. Whittemore, pretending 

to have been insane when he renounced Univer- 
sahsm, and to have been restored to his reason and 
to Universalism. 

Jan. 12, 1836. Wrote a fictitious and deceptive letter to Rev. Mr. 

Halch, designed to prevent his settlement at Prov- 
idence, and secure the place for himself. 
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Mat, 84, 1836. Bsnag been aceiwed by Mr. Balch, wmle another 

letter, den3^g the Mithonhip of the fonner letter. 

Mar. 87, 1636. Commenced pastoral serrices for the Uniyersalist 

society in Quincy, Massachusetts. 

f^6b. 31, 1637. Installed as pastor of the UniveFBalist society in 

Haverhill, Massachusetts. 

June, 1838. Installed as pastor of the Universalist society in 

Salem, Massachusetts. 

Jan. 5, 1839. Having been charged with having written the de- 
ceptive letter to Rev. Mr. Balch, wrote a letter to 
Rev. H. Ballou, acknowledging the authorship of 
the deceptive letter to Mr. Balch. 

June } «aMk Tried and censured before the Massachusetts State 
6, 6, ^ Convention of Universalists, for writing the decep- 

tive letter to Rev. Mr. Balch, and denying its 
authorship ; and on profession of repentance, for- 
given. 

Oct. ) .gog Tiied and censured for other misdemeanors, before 
16, 89, $ *®^''' a Mutual Council of Universalists, in Boston. 

Nov. 85, 1839. Withdrew from the Massachusetts State Conven- 
tion of Univ^salists, and thus avoided further 
discipline. 

Jjm * mo \ ^°^*^* "* alUance with the Unitarians. 

April 5, 1840. Disnussed from the pastorship of the Universalist 

society in Salem, and, soon after, commenced 
preaching to an unorganized band of Universalists, 
at ' Lyceum Hall,' in that city. 

June 16, 1840. Renounced UniversaUsm a second time, in the [Or- 
thodox] South Church, in Salem. 

Aug. 8, 1840. Renounced Orthodoxy a second time, in ' Me- 
chanic Hall,' Salem, to an audience of nearly 3000 
people, pretending to have been insane at both 
renunciations of Universalism ; but now to be in 
his right mind, and established again in Univer- 
salifflu. 

Aug. 9, 1840. Commenced preaching again m * Lyceum Hall,' Sa- 
lem, to a small band of Universalists, who fonned 
a new Universalist society, and he became their 
pastor. 

Sept. 87, 1840. Resigned the above charge. 

October, 1840. Went to Connecticut, renomioed Universalism the 

third time, and oommenoed lecturing against that 
doctrine and its believers. 
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Dec. 37, 1840. Joined the Orthodox chnxch in New Haven.— ['£»- 

perience,^ p. 48.] 

Jan. 5, 1841. Licensed, by the New Haven West Association, 

as an Orthodox minister. — [^ Experiences'^ p. 49.] 

July, 1842. Ordained as an Orthodox clergyman, in Maiden, 

Massachusetts. 

Oct. 19, 1843. Installed as pastor of a Congregational church and 

society in Washua, New Hampshire. 

Aug. 30, 1845. Dismissed from his pastoral charge in Nashua, a 

majority of the society being unravorable to him. 

Dec. 1845. Presented himself in Washington, at the opening 

of the session of congress, as a candidate for the 
chaplaincy. Failing in this, soon after commenced 
pastoral labors with an Orthodox society in Wash- 
ington. 

June, 1846. Closed his career as an Orthodox minister in Wash- 
ington. 

Sept. 1846. Commenced laboring as pastor of the Pilgrim Church 

and Society, worshiping in Tremont Temple, 
Hall No. 1, Boston. 

What will be the next item in Mr. Smith's history. 
Heaven alone can know. Would to God that it might be 
a renunciation of all deception and iniquity, and a return to 
simplicity, truth, and humble virtue. A wise man has said, 
" Meddle not with them that are given to change." — Prov* 
24: 21. • 

How Mr. Smith sustains himself as a man and a minister 
in Boston, where both he and Universalism are best known, 
may be gathered from the tone of the Boston press. 

Mr. Smith published a sermon in the * Boston Recorder,' 
in September or October, 1846, on the morals of Boston, in 
which he scandalizes that city, its schools, and especially 
the Massachusetts Board of Education. A notice of this 
sermon appeared in the * Boston Courier' of October 27th. 
The writer of this notice says : — 

'* The Reverend preacher, if half is true that \s said of him, has 
met with changes enough in veering fiom the east to the west end of 
doctrines, but it is evident that change of opinion is not change of 
heart." 

And he concludes his article in the following vein: — 

" Allow me, Mr. Editor, one line more in which to express my 
surprise that the senior editor of the Recorder should have allowed 
such wholesale calumny a place in his paper, and that twenty-four 
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ho^is afaould haTB elapeed heSne he, or somebody else, should ha;Te 
declared, as I now do, that the sennon, from beginning to end, is m 
falsehood, which, if we belieyed in the utility of capital punishmeat) 
we should say, entitles the preacher to a ride in a cart that would 
leaye him standing, as his whole sermon stands, on — nothing." 

MR. smith's CONTROy£RST WITH THE HON. HORACE MANN. 

In this New Cart Sennon, to which the writer in the 
' Courier ' refers, Mr. Smith had implicated the Massachu- 
setts Board of Education, and especially its secretary, the 
Hon. Horace Mann. Mr. Mann is a gentleman highly ac- 
complished by education and travel, and not more elevated 
in his intellectual than in his moral standing. He is one 
whom Massa4:husetts has delighted to honor; and is the 
great apostle of common school education in New En^and. 
On the publication of Mr. Smith's sermon, a correspondence 
ensued between him and Mr. Mann. Mr. Smith issued a 
pamphlet purporting to contain this correspondence, but 
omitting one of Mr. Mann's letters, and suppressing the date 
of one of his own communications, both of which omissions 
had an important bearing in the case. This management 
of dates will remind the reader of *'fact i.," contained in 
this chapter. 

Mr. Smith has a great passion for controversy with dis- 
tinguished men. To scandalize eminent men, like Gov. 
Steele and the Hon. Mr. Mann, and thus create excitement 
and get notoriety, is his meat and drink. This kind of food, 
however, is likely to prove, in the case of Mr. Mann, as it did 
in that of Gov. Steele, like the book that was eaten by the 
Revelator in his vision, — sweet in the mouth, but bitter in 
the belly. 

After the publication of Mr. Smith's pamphlet, Mr. Mann 
issued a pamphlet in reply, from which we shall make some 
extracts. Mr. Smith, in his pamphlet, had charged Mr. 
Mann with being hostile to the use of the rod in common 
schools, and pretended to quote, from the * Common School 
Journal,* Mr. Mann's own language, in proof. In this, his 
usual candor is exhibited, as will be seen from the reply of 
Mr. Mann, page 9 : — 

" As editor of the Common School Journal, I once had an ani- 
mated discussion with a correspondent on the subject of corporal pun- 
ishment ; he being against its use, and I defending it. I followea his 
arguments with my own, on the same page, and vehemently protested 
against them. You have taken his remarks, ascribed them to me^ 
and expunged my protest." 
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Mr, Smith says, in his letter to Mr. Mann, " You say the 
use of the rod in school is twice cursed, cursing him that 
gives and him that takes it, — nay, three times cursed." To 
which Mr. Mann replies : — 

" The audaciousness of this and the following misstatements can- 
not be understood without an explanatory word. In 1841, 1 pub- 
lished, in the Journal, a series of articles from an able and exceUent 
correspondent, touching various topics pertaining to Common School 
education. On most points, we agreed. On the subject of corporal 
punishment, we differed, — he being for its entire exclusion from 
school, I, then as always, being for investing the teacher with power 
to use' it, and for using it, should other and higher motives fail. At 
the end of an article, in which he contended for its entire disuse, I 
appended editorially^ almost two pages of remarks, contesting his 
views with all the vigor and effect I could command. Preparatory 
to answering his objections, I restated them ; and, to give him all the 
advantage he could possibly claim, I restated them very strongly, on 
his side. I thought then, as I think now, that the merits of the case 
were so decidedly strong in my own favor, that I could safely imitate 
the example of Mr. Fox, in the British Parliament, whose habit it 
was to recapitulate his adversary's argument, and to restate it more 
strongly than it had been stated by himself, — to build it up and 
clamp It, and then — demolish it. I thought I could afford to do 
this ; and therefore I said I would * concede' to my friend, that * the 
use of the rod, in school, is twice cursed,' &c. Yet this concession 
to my opponent, made to be answered, and as I believe, actually 
answered, and on the spot, by preponderating considerations urged 
by me, — you, Mr. Smith, having expunged the concessory words, 
both before and after, for ^ey followed as well as preceded, — have 
quoted as my language, and as proof of my opinion." 

He also charges the Hon. Secretary with hostility to the 
Bible, as well as the rod, in schools. And when called upon 
to substantiate this charge, he makes a new issue, by saying 
that Mr. Mann's ideas respecting the Bible were erroneous, 
and therefore, his influence was virtually against the Bible. 
On this point, Mr. Mann replies : — 

*'But assume, for a moment, that my 'influence is against the 
Bible in schools,' — as you understand it, because of my erroneous 
notions respecting it. Standing in the Cradle of Liberty and in the 
House of God, could you not have addressed the people somewhat 
after this wise : *■ I acknowledge that Mr. Mann advocates the use of 
the Bible in schools ; has circulated, through his Journal, the ablest 
argument in favor of it to be found in the English language , has 
introduced it into all schools and all Institutes wherever he has had 
influence or control ; but still I have reason to fear an^ do feax, that 
he worships the God of our fathers afler the way which I call heresy, 
and tiierefore, I believe his influence to be, really, against the Bible 
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ia school, as I understand it ; and, for my single self, I wonld as Mef 
he would get it out of school altogether, as to get it in with his 
heretical interpretations.' 

*' Now, had you said this, at Faneuil Hall, and at the Chuich of 
the Pilgriins, would any body have understood you to affirm, what 
.every body did understand you to affirm ? 

'^ Suppose you were to say of the late Dr. Channing, that for the 
last thirty years of his life, he never read the Bible at all, and would 
not suffer a copy of it to be in his house ; and when called upon, and, 
at last, driven to explain, you should say that, true enough he had 
read the Bible, but the reading was always accompanied with such 
false glosses and interpretations, that, the more he read it, the more 
he did not read it, and the more copies he had in his house, the more 
he got it out of his house. Virtually, this is the way you now ex- 
plain your charge against me. 

• • • * • 

"In another place, page 37, you say, * You have nowhere in your 
public writings said, that you were' — * favorable to the whole 
jBible in schools.' Here you only quibble on the word ^ whole. ^ 
What I had said in my public writings, and what I had quoted to 
you as having said, was this : ' It is my belief that the Bible makes 
known to us the rule of life, and the means of salvation, and it is my 
wish, [I have no authority in the matter,] that it should continue to 
be used in our schools.' By this I meant, what the words obviously 
imply, — our present version of the Bible. Yon construct your sen- 
tence so as to bring in the adjective *■ whole,'' before the word *■ Bible,' 
and then deny my declaration." 

Mi:. Smith has dealt with Mr. Mann no less candidly than 
he has with the Universalists. No one acquainted with Mr. 
Mann will believe him capable of unkindness, or undue 
severity, towards an opponent. And yet you will look in 
vain, in the writings of Universalists, for any expressions 
relating to Mr. Smith, more severe than those that follow, 
from Mr. Mann's pamphlet. In regard to Mr. Smith's man- 
agement of dates, in the publication of their correspondence, 
Mr. Mann remarks : — 

" The obliteration or alteration of a date, Mr. Smith, in a court of 
law, is forgery. In this case, you have done what is equivalent to 
both. The only difference is, that your acts affect no pecuniary in- 
terest before a court of law ; but morally they are the same. Had 
vou committed this offence before a legal tribunal, in a case where 
but one shilling had been at stake, your prediction about the state 
prison's being fi]Jl, would have been one degree less untrue than it 

now is. 

• ' • • * * 

'' A material letter of mine, you suppressed. An important date 
of yours, you suppressed. Had you snppiessed all the dates, the 
question of time would have been left open, and every intettiii^eHt 

8 
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reader would at once haye inquired, when the coTres|K)ndence took 
place, and whether it was closed. But by omitting a pait of the 
dates, and retaining the rest, you made the true ones declare an un- 
truth,— impregnated with this power from your own fulness." 

Mr. Mann, in various other portions of his pamphlet, 
speaks as follows : — 

" I did not believe it possible for any man, in your position, to do 
a thing so vile. Alas ! you have confuted my charily. One of your 
standine^ charges against me is, that I think too well of human na- 
ture. If I do not modify my opinion after this, it will not be your 

fault. 

ft ft • ft • 

" I proceed to your * Reply.' On its second page, you have re- 
stated what you call *The accusation.' But the fatality of your 
nature follows you here. You have not restated it truly. 

# m ' ft ft ft 

" Let us try your present explanation by the standard of a writer 
on morals, raley is not thought to be very stringent in his ethical 
notions, yet hear his definition of a Lie : — / It is the wilful deceit 
that makes the he ; and we wilfully deceive when our expressions are 
not true in the sense in which we believe the hearer to understand them.'' 
ft ft ft ft ft 

*' Your whole argument on this point " [the use of the rod] '^ is a 
consecutive series of misstatements, — beanng the same relation to a 
single untruth, that a mountain does to the particles of which it is 

composed. 

ft ft ft ft ft 

*' I cannot follow you here through all your groundless assertions ; 
for you not only get a misstatement into your briefest sentences, but 
you manage the adjectives and adverbs so as to make them perform 

the same office. 

ft ft * ft * 

" Certainly, Mr. Smith, you must have credit for one thing. In 
one respect you are unanswerable ! — you invent so fast ! There is 
a proverb; homely and detestable, inherited from lawless, feudal 
times, which says that one may as well be hung for an old sheep as 
for a lamb. You have gone for the whole flock ! 

ft ft ft ft ft 

" What right have you to say that I am opposed to religion in our 
schools, because I may entertain, or express privately, certain opin- 
ions not exactly coincident with your opinions ; when, perhaps, be- 
fore the moon changes, you will tear your name from your present 
creed, and subscribe another?" 

In regard to the West Newton Normal School, Mr. Mann 
remarks, in reply to Mr. Smith : — 

" But you say, Mr. Pierce's circular * makes it the duty of his 
toholars,' — 'to do their walking for recreation on that day, [Sun- 
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day,] in the morning and evening.' This is unpaxdonalile dander. 
The word ^ recreation ' is not in the circular. The idea of * reereai- 
tion ' is not in it. You might, with just as much truth, have foisted 
in the word ' bowling ^^ Sunday morning and evening, (and you will 
uiklerstand what I mean by this,) as ' recreation.' 

* # - # « * 

" I wish I tould believe that, in the strait to which your intellect 
was driven to find proofs in support of your accusation, you had here 
done violence to your heart; but I see no evidence of this; your 
whole nature seems to have consented to the deed. 

***** 

" You give us no variety, Mr. Smith ! I cannot conceive of a man 
so enamored of falsehood, that he would not like an occasional truth, 
if for no other reason than to whet his appetite, and renew his relish 
for the false. But you cannot serve your readers with truth, even 
for a condiment!" 

Mr. Smith refers to the Hon. DEiniel Webster's argument 
in the Girard case ; to which Mr. Mann replies : — 

'' In his celebrated speech on the Northeastern boundary, delivered 
in the Senate of the United States, last April, there is the followinff 
description, which to the readers of your pamphlet, needs no appli- 
cation of mine : * Sir, this person's mind is so grotesque, so bizarre, 
it is rather the caricature of a mind than a mind. When we see a 
man of some knowledge and some talents, who is yet incapable of 
producing anything true, or useful, we sometimes apply to him a 
phrase borrowed from the mechanics ; we say, * There is a screw 
loose somewhere ! ' In this case, the screws are loose all over. 
The whole machine is out of order, disjointed, rickety, crazy, creak- 
ing, as often upside down as upside up ; as o^n hurting as helping 
those who use it, and generally incapable of anything but bungling 

and mischief.' 

***** 

" But what can be said to you ; of what use to bray you in a mor- 
tar, — preacher, clergyman, theologian, self-appointed censor of the 

Board of Education. 

***** 

'* It is true, this note refers, not to Christ, as you say, but to the 
devil ; but I see no reason, on that account, to doubt it to be the 
note you mean; — this being as near the truth as you generally 
come." 

Mr. Smith has recently issued a small volume addressed 
to the young. A notice of this work is found in the * Chris- 
tian Examiner ' for September, 1846. From this notice we 
extract the following passage : — 

'* The only thing remarkable about the slight volume W Mr. Smith, 
is that it has an ' Litroduction ' by President Adams. This is in fact 
a brief letter of twenty lines, addressed to Mr. Smith, which he has 
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here blazoned forth so as to give the impression that it is an < Intro- 
duction ! ' This will answer the purpose of procuring a sale for the 
book, which it could not have gained by any merit of its own. These 
sermons, in many respects, will not compare with those written in the 
general course of ministerial duty. And yet the writer ostentatiously 
tells us that they were delivered before the most * distinguished ' per- 
sons. They are upon common-place topics, which have been a thou- 
sand times treated ; yet the writer states that * he has not been able 
to obtain help on these subjects, and has been compelled in a great 
measure to open the path in which he has travelled ! ' " 

We shall now give the evidence in regard to the alleged 
insanity of Mr. Smith. After so full a development of his 
obliquitous course, we should disregard the dictates of our 
conscience, and do injustice to the relatives of Mr. Smith, 
did we not give this palliating portion of his history. 

Mr. Smith has himself alluded to this infirmity, in the 
following passages of his " Experience," pp. 34, 36. The 
italicising, in these passages, has been made by the reviewer. 

" A complaint, which, from my childhood, has been the bane of 
my existence, and which in Hartford had led to temporary derange' 
ment, threatened to return. I was admonished that it was time to 
seek medical advice. # * # # • 

" Worn down by anxiety and incessant toil, my health failed me, 
and a complaint which long has been, and is even now, the bane of 
my existence, obtained the mastery ; and, in a moment of delirium^ 
I revealed what was passing in my mind. # # • # 

" Agitated, anxious, doubting, miserable ; preaching in the face 
of evidence I could neither gainsay nor withstand ; not daring to ex- 
press a doubt, nor to seek counsel ; and feeling that the insane retreat, 
or the grave, would soon receive me, if my mental conflict continued." 

He also speaks of this infirmity in his letter to Rev. T. 
Whittemore, soon after his first renunciation of Universalism 
in Hartford. This letter is given in the first chapter of this 
* Review.' 

The following testimony on the same point is from Mr. 
Smith's own brother. Dr. Daniel D. Smith, formerly editor 
of the * Christian Warrior,' published at Richmond, Virginia. 
This extract will be found in that paper of October 29, 1842. 

" A book has been published in Boston, by Rev. M. Hale Smith, 
formerly an UniversaJist clergyman, but at the present time a mem- 
ber of the Presbyterian denomination — which book, without any ex- 
ception, is the greatest tissue of nonsense and misrepresentation that 
ever was issued from the press. It is in substance a publication of 
certain lectures dehvered by the author against Universahsm and 
Universalists — and no one could wish any association abused more, 
or misrepresented to a greater extent, than are the Universalists in 
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ibe work in question. Rev. M. Hale Smith was for twelve yean a 
Univeisalist preacher ! Why did he not sooner discover the immoial 
tendency of the doctrine? if he was insincere in his religion, is he 
competent to judge of others ? Now it so turns out that I am intimately 
acquainted with this author. My attention has frequently been called 
to his lectures, and to the notices which have been published of them : 
and some few communications have been sent me for publication ; but 
from feelings of dehcacy, I have refused topublish them. The truth 
is this : M. Hale Smith is my Brother. The same mother gave us 
both birth, nursed us in mfancy, and blessed us in her dying hour, 
and told us to love, and be kind to each other. This injunction I 
have faithfully obeyed. In the hour of trouble I have consoled 
Matthew, and when insanity unfitted him for labor, I did my utmost 
to restore him to a sane mind. When Matthew was young, he was 
troubled with a canker humor : as he grew older, this left the surface, 
and taking an inward position, manifested itself in the most violent 
and prostrating attacks of colic — and after the lapse of a few years, 
the seat of the difficulty was removed to the hea4, and insanity en- 
sued. A slight cold, but especially trouble, added to great irregu- 
larity in diet and exercise, and a careless disregard to health, would 
bring on mental derangement ; and in these hours of temporary in- 
sanity the most fitful wanderings of the brain, and^the wildest notions 
respecting theology, .were exhibited. When he lived in Hartford, in 
1835, 1 was sent for — did visit him, and found him prostrate, and just 
recovering from his first attack of insanity and orthodoxy. While in 
Salem these fits frequently came upon him, and I several times suo- 
eeeded in driving the vapors from his mind. But afler meeting with 
many unpleasant disappointments, his mind seemed entirely to lose 
its balance, and refusing to reason with me or any one upon the subject, 
he settled down, first into a gloomy melancholy, and then into a state 
of theological delirium, in which last condition of mind he prepared 
his lectures against Universalism and Universalists. On this subject 
he became evidently monomania. He imagined that all the world 
were turning Orthodox, and that he must immediately throw down 
the superstructure of Universalism, which seemed to him only the 
work of a moment. The notice taken of his efforts by our brethren, 
gave him the notoriety he sought ; and his mania has by that means 
Seen nursed and strengthened. He is subject to periods of insanity — 
so was his sister, who now sleeps in death : insanity brought her to 
an early grave. I therefore regard Matthew as a moral or religious 
maniac — more to be pitied than blamed — more deserving of sym- 
pathy than condemnation. His lectures — his book — the stories he 
relates, are not to be relied upon ; for when bewildered in mind, 
things seem to him the reverse of what they really axe ; and he has 
pubhshed his own imaginings so frequently, mixed up with now and 
then a sprinkling of reality, that they seem to his di&eased brain to be 
stubborn facts. I ask for him the exercise of charity — the forbear- 
ance which Christian philanthropy teaches us to exercise towards 
the unfortunate. I cannot think him bad at heart — or that he sins 
wilfully ; — but he is religiously insane, and his slanders should be re- 
garded as the fruits of a * mind diseased ' — a spirit bereft of reason. 

8^ 
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" Being myself a preacher of the gospel he defemes, and the editat 
of a religious periodical devoted to the upbuilding of the yievs of 
Christianity by him so misrepresented, I have felt it to be my duty 
to write, in an individual capacity, as above. It was a pauiful duty ; 
but I have discharged it, and that, too, for the sake of the cause 
which I love more than a brother ; and I hope never to have occa- 
sion to refer to the unpleasant subject again. The misrepresentations 
will soon die, and the book containing them will receive the contempt 
it merits, if the press does not give them immortality, which I pray 
may not be the case. D. D. S.'* 

With this review of Mr. Smith's experience and history, 
we might close this volume, and the Universalist denomina- 
tion would stand vindicated against all his accusations. We 
have shown, to the candid mind, that Mr. S. is either want- 
ing in a sound mind or a sound heart. Whether his obliqui- 
ties are mental or moral, or both combined, is of no conse- 
quence as regards his competency as a witness. In either 
case, he is unqualified to testify, and unentitled to credit with 
the candid and fair-judging. And when a witness is m- 
peached, either for want of reason or of principle, the accused 
stands acquitted, according to all rules of Evidence. 

So in this case. Nearly all Mr. Smith's charges against 
the character of the Universalist denomination, rest on his 
own bare assertion, uncorroborated save by general preju- 
dice. His testimony, as we have shown, is not reliable ; 
and the accused will stand acquitted, in all candid minds, 
until proved guilty by some safer testimony. 

But there are those in the community who take this ground : 
" Mr. Smith," they say, " is doubtless an incompetent witness, 
and his character for veracity, questionable. But still, he 
may tell some truth about the Universalists. Even a falsi- 
fier can tell truth. And the question for Universalists to 
settle is, not Mr. Smith's veracity in general, but the truth 
or falsity of the serious charges of infidelity and immorality, 
he has made against their denomination. If he tells false- 
hood here, let them show it." 

There are many members of Mr. Smith's own denomina- 
tion who make all these admissions, and still make this de- 
mand. Some in Nashua, where Mr. S. was settled as a 
Congregationalist minister, have taken this ground in conver- 
sation with the writer. Rev. Mr. Richards, pastor of one of 
the Congregationalist churches there, who gave Mr. S. the 
hand of fellowship when he was installed, and who subse- 
quently brought charges against him before the Hollis Asso- 
ciation, has taken this ground. He visited a lady who had 
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been a member of his communion, but was about to unite 
with the Universalist church, and expostulated with her. 
He remarked, in the course of the conversation, that Mr. 
Smith's book revealed the character of the Universalists. 
The lady asked him, " Have you confidence in Mr. Smith's 
veracity ? " He replied, " I do not wish to give any opinion 
of Mr. Smith as a man ; but he is well acquainted with the 
Universalists, and his statements in regard to them have not 
been answered ; and under these circumstances, they are to 
be considered true." 

Others have taken ground somewhat less strong. The 
editor of the * Congregational Journal * says : " Without en- 
dorsing (dl his statements or pronouncing an opinion upon all 
the circumstances of his conversion, we can say the book is 
worthy of universal perusal for the disclosures it makes of 
the heartless system it confutes ; " while the editor of the 
Orthodox paper in Portland intimates that probably one half 
of Mr. Smith's slanderous stories of the Universalists are 
true. There is also a general prejudice existing towards 
Universalists, where their cause is rather unestabUshed and 
their sentiments but little understood. And this tide of prej- 
udice predisposes many to believe the misrepresentations of 
Mr. Smith, even without much confidence in his general 
veracity. 

From these considerations, we are disposed to waive the 
common rules of evidence, in this case ; and instead of rest- 
ing the question on an impeachment of the witness, answer 
to the several charges he brings against the Christian char- 
acter of the Universalist denomination and its ministry, just 
as if we had not impeached the testimony. We shall not 
promise to take up every instance he has recited of Univer- 
salist iniquity. Many of these are so nameless, dateless, and 
placeless, that it is impossible to disprove them. This all 
candid minds will see. But we shall endeavor to exonerate 
the class of Christians he has so wantonly and sweepingly 
reviled, from the general charges he has brought against 
them. We begin with a defence of the Universalist ministry. 
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CHAPTER III. 

CHARACTER AND QUALIFICATIONS OP THE UNIVERSALIST 

MINISTRY. 

A bishop then must be blameless, the husband of one wife, vigilant, sober, 
of ffooil behavior, given to hospitality, apt to teach ; not given to wine, no 
striker, not greedy of filthy lucre. 1 Tim. iii. 2, 3. 

If the ministry of any denomination be corrupt, as a body, 
the people will, of course, be so. Mr. Smith has charged 
the Universalist ministry with deception, mercenary motives, 
ignorance, looseness of taste and morals, and bitterness of 
• spirit. These are serious charges and we shall answer them 
in order. 

I. DECEPTION, 

In his second book, p. 27, the author says : — 

" As I heard men, who had been years in the ministry, express 
their difficulty in defending Universalism, call up objections to it 
more appalling than any I had ever heard from the Hps of an oppos- 
er, and expose the sophistry of many popular areruments used m its 
defence, I was convinced, if the world knew the objections with 
which the defenders of Uniyersalism had to contend, no stronger 
proof of its falsehood would be needed." 

Mr. S. gives no names of ministers who made such ad- 
missions. His own authority is not quite conclusive. The 
writer of this " Review," havmg been as long associated with 
the Universalist ministry as Mr. S. was, and never having 
witnessed any such evidences of insincerity among them, 
feels free to aver that this is a gross misrepresentation, de- 
signed to prejudice his readers, gratify his feelings of revenge 
towards those former brethren who called him to account for 
his misdoings, and to make our ministry, in general, appear 
as wanting in decision and sincerity as his " Experience " 
shows himself to have been. 

He says, p. 302 : — 

" One of the most popular preachers of Universalism in Massachu- 
setts has confessed pubucly that he did not believe that Universalism 
was taught in the JBible. He preached it because it was proved by 
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Other testimony. And yet this man takes a text from the BiUe, 
and, when defending his faith, quotes passages of Sciiptuie in its 
support. '* 

This is undoubtedly untrue. Any man making such an 
avowal, would be discountenanced by Universalists. Mr. S. 
has given no name. Yet if the individual referred to, " has 
publicly confessed that he did not believe that Universalism 
was taught in the Bible," as our author asserts, there could 
be no indelicacy in giving that preacher's name. This story 
bears marks of falsity on its face. 

On p. 58, he speaks of Mr. Balfour's series of letters ad- 
dressed to Prof. Stuart, and says: — " No one supposed, at 
the time, that the writer expected any notice from the dis- 
tinguished person whom he addressed ; the whole being evi- 
dently intended for effect." 

This is accusing Mr. Balfour of a species of chicanery of 
which no one acquainted with him would believe him capa- 
ble. 'Few men are more unsophisticated and simple-hearted. 
According to our author's own showing, elsewhere, Mr. B. 
must be wanting in all management as he has made no 
money by his publications. But why should no answer be 
expected from so " distinguished " a person as Prof. Stuart ? 
Would it be beneath his Christian dignity to answer honest 
inquiry on the subject of religious doctrine ? The inference 
is, rather, that Mr. Balfour's letters were unanswerable, on 
the grounds of the professor's Andover theology, with all his 
eruption. The idea that he cannot notice Universalism, 
from its insignificance, is exploded by his subsequent course. 
In the ' Biblical Repository' for July, 1840, is a labored arti- 
cle from his pen, principally devoted to the consideration of 
Universalism, and evidently designed to counteract the ten- 
dency towards that sentiment, in the Andover institution. 

It seems that the faculty of the Andover seminary, with 
all their dignity, could employ Mr. Smith to lecture before 
them, and in a vein of remark that a Boston publisher after- 
wards refused to print, because of its libellous character. 

Again ; our author says, third b., p. 54, speaking of Uni- 
▼ersalist ministers, "jFor effect^ they will send a challenge to 
men who they well know will take no notice of them." Here 
is another most uncandid insinuation against the sincerity of 
our ministers. How can they " know," before making the 
invitation, that limitarian ministers " will take no notice " 
of an invitation to a candid and well ordered discussion ? 
Besides, the most distinguished of Orthodox clergymen and 
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professors have taken notice of such invitations, or challenges, 
as Mr. Smith may call them. Among distinguished limi- 
tarian clergymen who have engaged in ^ch discussions, are 
Rev. Messrs. Ely, Brackenridge, Alex. Campbell, Parsons 
Cook, Luther Lee, and others. Dr. Ely was, at the time of 
his accepting such an invitation from Rev. Mr. Thomas, 
pastor of a Presbyterian church In Philadelphia, and editor 
of * The Philadelphian,- a paper devoted to the interests of 
his sect. He was subsequently President of Marion College. 
This discussion the Dr. continued until he thought it expe- 
dient to close. But he never complained of the want of 
worth or courtesy in his opponent. On the contrary, he paid 
repeated compliments to his talents, and wished he might 
win him to the ministry of his own faith. 

Again, p. 64 : " Often have I heard a zealous Universalist 
say, * Our Orthodox friends do not know our weak points so 
well as we know them ourselves.' " This, if true, weis cer- 
tainly spoken in a good spirit. " Our Orthodox friends,^* 
And yet Mr. S. contends that Universalists are most bitter 
and vituperative in their feelings towards the Orthodox. 
But who was this " zealous Universalist " that so often made 
this remark? Mr. S. has not informed us; and having 
never heard such remarks from any " zealous Universdist," 
and the author being liable to mistakes in his statements, we 
pass the accusation as an assertion destitute alike of proof 
and probability. It is, indeed, often remarked by Univer- 
salists, that the opposers of Universalism labor under the 
disadvantage of unacquaintance with it; — that Universal- 
ists, having been mostly educated in partial views, and having 
come into an impartial faith, generally by much investigation, 
are more familiar, even with the objections to Universalism, 
than the Orthodox themselves. It may be that our author's 
assertion was manufactured from such remarks, as he often 
makes as strong assertions from materials quite as scant. 

On the same page, he says : ^' A student of Universalist 
divinity was asked by his father, who was a Christian, if he 
prayed. His reply was, * No, sir, not yet. I shall begin to 
preach soon ; and then, I suppose, I must come to it,^^^ "A 
student of Universalist divinity ! " And yet our author ar- 
gues, elsewhere, as we shall see in the course of this " Re- 
view," that Universalists do not study for the ministry ; — that 
no preparation or qualifications are required, either intellectual 
or moral. Besides, he further argues that Universalists do 
not require public prayer in their worship, and that their 
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ministers are at liberty to discard it. And yet this " sta- 
dent " is made to say, " I shall begin to preach soon, and 
then, I suppose, I rnust come to it." How difficult it is for 
falsehood to be consistent ! But who was this student ? No 
one but Mr. S. ever heard of him. How easy it would have 
been, were the story true, to give his name. It is an im« 
probable and contradictory statement, carrying its own refu- 
tation ; and so we pass it. 

On p. 84, the author says of himself, when in otir minis- 
try : " When I read a chapter in the course of public wor- 
ship, I was very careful about my selection. Many parts I 
thought unsafe to read, unless accompanied by an explana- 
tion ; and some I never ventured to read at all." We cannot 
contradict this in Mr. Smith's case. He acknowledges that 
he was unestablished, and " afloat," while pretending to be- 
lieve and publicly proclaiming Uriiversalism, often troubled 
with doubts, and " preaching in the face of evidence " which 
went against Universalism and in favor of partialism. If so, 
the course he describes above, would have been very natural 
and quite in keeping. But certain we are that this course 
was peculiar to Mr. Smith. Other Universalist ministers, 
being troubled with no such doubts, so far from avoiding 
portions of Scripture on account of their doctrinal bearing, 
frequently select portions which are thought to bear the most 
directly against our faith, and not only read them before their 
congregations, but make them the subject of discourse. All 
such passages are discussed in our published treatises. And 
in the regular conference meetings, in many of our societies, 
the New Testament is read in course, at the opening of the 
services. Mr. S. is the only Universalist minister we ever 
heard of, who avoided any parts of Scripture from this cause. 
But we have in mind an eminent instance of such evasion of 
Scripture, in the Orthodox ministry. Rev. Dr. Beecher was 
once reading, in a public service, in the Baptist meeting- 
house in Cambridge, the sixteenth chapter of Matthew. 
When he came to the close, (verses 25 — ^28,) he read thus : — 

'* For whoeoever will save his life shall lose it ; and whosoever 
will lose his life for my sake shall find it. For what is a man profited 
if he sh^ gain the whole world and lose his own soul ? Or what 
shall a man give in exchange for his soul ? For the Son of man 
shall come in the glory of his Father, with his angrels ; and then he 

shall reward every man according to his works, verily I hem ! 

and another evangelist says. Whosoever denies me, I will deny him." 

My authority for this instance is, " Paige's Selections," p. 
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104 The words at which the Doctor stumbled were thesre : 
" Verily I say untp you, there be some standing here that 
shall not taste of death, till they see the Son of man coming 
in his kingdom." 

There has quite recently appeared a work against Univer- 
salism, entitled, " The Serpent Uncoiled, or a full length Pic- 
ture of Universalism. By a Western Layman." The writer 
of this work thus describes the manner of preaching Univer- 
salism in the new settlements of the West : — * 

" All wait with anxious curiosity to hear his text. To their utter 
astonishment it is one of the strongest against the doctrine of univer- 
sal salvation that can be found in the whole Bible. Perhaps it tells 
of the judgment day, the separation made between the sheep and the 
goats, the latter receiving the sentence, * Depart ye cursed into ever- 
lasting punishment, prepared for the devil and his angels.' The 
boldness of the preacher in taking such a text, and his seeming will- 
ingness to bring out and meet the strongest proofs against it, excite 
a feeling in many a heart in his favor, and not a few have uncon- 
sciously said to themselves, * If he can clear up this text, his doctrine 
has nothing to fear from anything else in the Bible.' " 

Again, our author says, third b. , p. 53 : " Sermons preached 
to Universalist congregations are sent out as essays, and sold 
as religious books, while their real character is disguised, to 
influence public sentiment." 

It is true that volumes of " Sermons preached to Univer- 
salist congregations " are " sold as religious books." And 
are they not " religious books ? " If not, what kind of books 
are they ? They certainly are not political, nor scientific, 
nor medical books. But that " their real character is dis- 
guised," is untrue. Universalists seek no disguise. They 
are peculiarly an open people. They stand out prominently 
before the world, walk under their own banner, and delight 
in the broad and comprehensive name that distinguishes them 
in the Christian world. When Mr. Smith seeks to make a 
distinction between Universalist books and " religious books," 
or between " Universalists " and " Christians," he overstrains 
the element of prejudice. This is rather too narrow to suit 
the more enlightened and courteous even among Orthodox 
Christians. 

Mr. Smith has, himself, recently published a series of lec- 
tures to the young, purporting to have been delivered in 
Washington. We have not been able to obtain a view of 
the work; but have learned that these lectures are the same, 
in substance, that he delivered while pastor of an Orthodox 
society in Nashua. And there were persons who heard 
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those lectures, in Naslma, who had heard them before, in 
substance, when Mr. Smith was a Universalist minister in 
Salem. Thus Mr. S. himself, is now sending out and sell- 
ing as a religious book, sermons originally "preached to 
Universalist congregations." He has also often repeated 
his old UniverssJist sermons, with a little alteration, or, as 
an Orthodox minister in New Hampshire said, '* with new 
collar and wristbands." This is probably the character of 
his new book. 

We read again, on the same page : " Annuals may be 
found upon some tables, supposed to be merely literary 
works, while they are full of Universalism." And again, 
second b., p. 394 : " Among the annuals of the past and pres- 
ent year, is one called the * Rose of Sharon.' It is a Univer- 
salist book, edited by a person connected with a Universalist 
journal. It is filled almost exclusively with the productions 
of Universalist ministers." 

This must refer to the " Rose of Sharon" for 1842. This 
is the only annual edited as Mr. Smith describes, and his 
Lectures were published in 1842. In that volume there are 
twenty-six articles, as seen by the index. Of these, seven 
only were written by Universalist ministers. Seventeen 
were written by females, and the other two, by Horace 
Greeley. It is not true that this annual is a " Universalist 
book." It does not follow that a book is a '* Universalist 
book " because most or even all of its contributors are Uni- 
versalists, or because the compiler may be " connected with 
a Universalist journal." Rev. Absalom Peters, a distin- 
guished Presbyterian divine, was editor of the * American 
Eclectic,' a literary review, and at the same time he was 
connected with the * Biblical Repository,' an Orthodox re- 
view. Was the * American Eclectic ' therefore an Orthodox 
work? No one will doubt that the Orthodox are quite as 
prone to blend sectarianism with their literature, as any other 
people. 

This charge of disguising our doctrinal sentiments in our 
literature, is a fabrication of the author, designed to preju- 
dice the uninformed against reading the literary productions 
of UniversfiJists, lest they should be undeceived in regard ta 
the charge of ignorance that he prefers against us. The 
writer of this " Review" was written to, by 9ie editor of the 
" Rose of Sharon," to contribute to the first volume. In that 
letter she says : " The book will probably be pretty much of 
the character of other religious annuals, only, perhapsy 

9 
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broader, freer and more elevated in its spirit. The pub- 
lisher is very solicitous that everything of a marked secta' 
rian character be scrupulously excluded — a preclusion per- 
haps warranted by good taste," &c. We presume that the 
other contributors received similar directions. 

What Mr. S. says of the * Lowell Offering,* is of the same 
type, in regard to candor. The work was projected by a 
tJniversalist minister, and a noble idea it was. Mr. Dick- 
ens, in his " Notes on America," speaks in merited commen- 
dation of this enterprise. But the contributors were of vari- 
ous religious orders, and nothing sectarian was intentionally 
admitted. The opposition to the work was not based on its 
sectarian character, for this was not pretended ; but it arose 
from the fact that the credit of this philanthropic measure, fell 
to a Universalist minister. It was the same spirit which has 
led some of the narrower minded among limitarians to re- 
fuse to cooperate with Universalists, in the temperance re- 
form. 

Again, in his " Text-Book of Universalism," p. 64, the 
author says of Universalists : "In their hymn-books you 
will find Watts' Hymns, with all that made them Watts' 
expunged ; thus leaving the impression that the revered 
psalmist wrote their hymns." 

The author has here made an entire misrepresentation of 
this matter, " thus leaving the impression " that the compil- 
ers of Universalist hymn-books have attributed to Watts 
what he did not write. We shall see on which side the de- 
ception, in this case, lies. The hymn-book principally in 
use in the Universalist denomination, during Mr. Smith's 
connnection with it, and the one with which he must have 
been most familiar, was that compiled by Rev. Messrs. 
S. and R. Streeter. In their Preface, the compilers say: 
" The alterations of selected hymns are too numerous to be 
particularly noted, and it must, therefore, suffice to remark, 
once for all, that the sentiment and phraseology have been 
varied in all cases where it was deemed necessary." And 
yet Mr. S. accuses the compilers with duplicity. The re- 
marks which we are now reviewing are under the head, " It 
is a deceptive ministry." And he further states that Watts' 
hymns, as they appear in our books, have " all that made them 
Watts' expunged." Where the doctrine of endless torments 
is put forth in any hymn, such stanzas are, of course, omitted. 
It could not be expected that Universalists should sing such 
sentiments as these : — 
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" Then, swift and dzeadfol, she deaoends 
Down to the fiery coast, 
Among ahominable fiends ; 
Herself a fnghtM ghost ;"— 



or, 



" Far in the deep, where darkness dwelk, 
The land of horror and despair, 
Justice has built a dismal hell 
And laid her stores of vengeance there. 

''Eternal plagues and heavy chains, 
Tinrmenting racks and fiery coals, 
And darts t' inflict immortal pains. 
Dipped in the blood of damned souls." 

But in many instances no such erasures were necessary. 
There are many verses and hymns of Watts, which Univer- 
salists delight to sing, as "the revered Psalmist" wrote 
them, and in the language of which, they can utter their fiiD 
emotions of love and joy. Such, among others, are the 
following extracts : — 

" His own soft hand shall viripe the tears 
From every weeping eye ; 
And pains, and groans, and griefs, and fean, 
And death itself, shall die. 

" How long, dear Saviour, O how long 
Shall Sub bright hour delay? 
Fly swifter round, ye wheels of time. 
And bring the welcome day." 

I have before me " Streeter's Hymns," from which the 
above is quoted, and the edition of Watts, called "The 
Christian. Psabnist," compiled by Hastings and Patton ; and 
the only difference in the above verses, in the two collec- 
tions, is, " griefs," in the former, for " doubts," in the latter. 
The hymn commences : — 

" Lo, what a glorious sight appears," &c. 

The hymn commencing, 

" How beauteous are their feet," 

is the same in the two collections, with only the following 
difference : — 

" How blessed are our eyes :"•— 
" How highly blest our eyes." 

The hymn commencing. 
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'^ When I can lead my title dear," 

is the same in both collections, save the substitution in 
Streeter*s, of " envy's rage," foF " Satan's rage." 
The hymn commencing, 

" Why does your iace ye humble souls," 

is omitted in the collection of Hastings and Fatten, though it 
bears upon its title-page, the words, " Watts' Psalms and 
Hymns, with Copious Selections from other Sources." This 
hymn was perhaps omitted on account of the broad Univer- 
salian sentiments it contains. Universalists love to sing this 
hymn, especially such stanzas as these : — 

^' See here an endless ocean flows 
Of never-failing grace ! 
Behold a dying Saviour's veins 
The sacred flood increase ! 

" It rises high and drowns the hills, 
Has neither shore nor bound : 
Now if we search to find our sins, 
Our sins can ne'er be found. 

*' Awake our hearts, adore the grace 
That buries all our faults, 
And pardoning blood, that swells above 
Our follies and our thoughts." 

These are the words of Watts, and they are inserted in 
Streeter's collection, without alteration. Many stanzas of 
Watts' hymns are omitted in our books; but nothing is 
so added as to ascribe to him any sentiments he has not 
expressed. Neither are Watts' hymns so much altered in 
Universalist hymn-books as in some of the later editions 
used in Orthodox congregations. 

In Streeter's hymn-book, are one hundred and twenty- 
five hymns ascribed to Watts, as will be seen by the names 
of authors in the index. Let the candid reader look over 
and compare these hymns with any edition of Watts, and 
see how much alteration has been made. 

But the "revered Psalmist" has written Universalian 
sentiments in prose as well as in verse, as will be seen by 
the following extract from one of his sermons : — 

''Whensoever any such criminal in hell shall be found making 
such a sincere and mournful address to the righteous and merdfm 
Judge of all ; if, at the same time, he is truly humble and penitent for 
his past sins, and is grieved at his heart for having ofoidadihis 
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Maker, and melts into sincere r^ientance ; I cannot think that a God 
of perfect equity and rich mercy will continue such a creature under 
his Tengeance, but rather that the perfections of God will contrive a 
way for escape, though God has not giren us here any reyelation or 
discovery of such sp^sial grace as this." 

Such were his views in the latter part of his life. The 
above extract is quoted by Mr. Whittemore, in his " Modem 
History of Universalism," from the * Monthly Repository,' 
xiii. 659. 

Universalist ministers are not guilty of this literary de- 
ception which Mr. S. has charged upon them. But there 
are instances of this kind of fraud, practised by those " of 
the contrary part." This is illustrated by a note to Clarke's 
translation of De Wette's Theodore, vol. 2, p. 419. This 
instance of literary deception lies in the omission, by an 
American limitarian, of a passage from Schleiermacher, in 
which he affirms the doctrine of Universalism, declaring, 
** that the understanding cannot find rest but in this opinion." 
Here follows the note : — 

*' We are sorry to say, that an American theologian, in translating 
the Essay of Schleiermacher, from which the above extract is taken, 
thought fit to omit this passage. It should seem that, while he was 
willing to have his readers see that Schleiermacher was on the side 
of the doctrine of election, he was not willing that they should under- 
stand that he believed it in connection with the doctrine of a final and 
universal restoration. He informed them that Schleiermacher be- 
lieved that the salvation of man is determined by the decree of God ; 
he did not inform them, that he also believed that God had decreed 
the final salvation of a//." 

This " American theologian " was, of course, an opposer 
of Universalism. For the above quoted instance of literary 
chicanery, we are indebted to Rev. H. Bacon, of Providence. 

Similar to this was the course of * The Puritan,' (an 
Orthodox journal, published in Lynn,) in regard to one of 
Governor Briggs' annual messages to the Massachusetts 
Legislature. This paper copied the message, omitting that 
part which recommended the abolition of capital punishment 
for treason, rape, and house-burning. 

To this mightbe added, the course of the Rev. Dr. Cheever, 
editor of the * Evangelist,' an Orthodox paper published in 
New York, in reference to the same subject. He repre- 
sented the letter of the Hon. J. Q. Adams to the National 
Anti-Capital Punishment Convention, as being in favor of 
capital punishment, when the reverse was true. 

9* 
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On pp. 303-4, we find the following statement : — 

*^ A gentleman of standing in the Univeisalist society in Hartford, 
Connecticat, found in the Bible difficulties which he was unable to 
explain in harmony with his faith. He had confidence in Univer- 
salism, and in the ability of his minister to defend it and settle him 
firmly on his long-cherished system. He called upon Mr. Moore, 
his minister, and said to him, ' I have found in the Bible objections 
to Uniyersalism. I cannot remove them ; and I wish you to assist 
me.' The difficulties were then stated. Mr. Moore confessed that 
he could not remove them, and told his parishioner that there were 
many things in the Bible which he could not explain in harmony 
with UniversaUsm. Surprised and confounded at such a confession 
from one whom he had supposed to be satisfied with the doctrine 
which he preached, and honest in preaching it, the gentleman asked 
Mr. Moore how he could preach Universalism, and quote the Bible to 
sustain it, if he was troubled with such doubts as he had expressed. 
Mr. Moore replied, ^I think a great many things can be said in 
favor of Universalism.' The gentleman turned away, convinced 
that his minister was not honest in his preaching. He renounced 
his faith, and has since confessed Christ before men." 

We called on a gentleman, formerly a member of the 
XJniversalist congregation in Hartford, and showed him the 
above statement. He said that a Mr. Bradford made a sim- 
ilar statement in Hartford, in relation to himself and Rev. 
John Moore, formerly pastor of the XJniversalist society in 
Hartford, and that this was undoubtedly the case to which 
Mr. Smith refers. We then wrote to Rev. Mr. Moore, and 
received the following in reply : — 

^'I have no. recollection of having made the remarks which you 
quote from M. H. Smith's book. I never entertained such views of 
die Bible and Universalism, as that quotation attributes to 'Mr. 
Moore.' 

*' Sometime during the Knapp excitement in Hartford, a man by 
the name of Bradford, who had been an occasional attendant at tlie 
Universalist church, but who had fallen in with the Baptists, subse- 
gitently called on me, with his son, who was then a member of our 
choir, to have some explanation of a passage of Scripture. John 3 : 
36 — I think was the text — which he thought disproved Univer- 
salism. 

" I explained the passage as I understood it, — and which the son 
seemed to think was in agreement with Scripture and reason as well 
88 with Universalism, — but the father could not ' see how those who 
die in unbelief, with the wratlf of God abiding on them, could ever be 
saved, or have eternal life.' 

*^ The foregoing is all that Smith could have had from which to 
manufacture his statement, which is as false as his heart api>ears to 
be. I never took the trouble to contradict the statement publicly, as 
those who know anything of the subject, or the parties, needed no 
other refutation than it carried on its face." 
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Of Mr. Bradford we know nothing^. But Rev. John Moore 
is a man entirely above reproach. He has been highly re- 
spected in every community where he has resided; and 
unlike Mr. Smith's, his veracity has never been called in 
question. We can assure the reader that Universalist min- 
isters are as ready always to give an answer to any one 
that asketh the reason of the hope that is in them, as any 
class of ministers in Christendom. 

The passage to which Mr. Moore refers, (John 3 : 36,) is 
this ; " He that beiieveth on the Son hath everlasting Ufe ; 
and he that beiieveth not the Son, shall not see life ; but the 
wrath of God abideth on him." Universalists understand 
and explain it thus : <* Everlasting life," means indwelling,^ 
spiritual enjoyment. *^And this is life eternal, ihat they 
might know thee, the only true God and Jesus Christ, whom 
thou hast sent." (John 17 : 3.) "The wrath of God," me^ps, 
according to Dr. Clarke, the puniskment of God, as in Rom. 
2:5. ** But a&er thy hardness and impenitent heart, trea- 
surest up unto thyself wrath against the day of wrath, and 
revelation of the righteous judgment of God." "Ever- 
lasting life," and the " wrath of God," are opposites. Belief 
brings one, and unbelief, the other. Jesus prayed to his 
Father, (John 18 : 21,) " that the toorld may believe that thou 
hast sent me." This prayer of Jesus will avail. God " will 
have all men to be saved and to come unto the knowledge of 
the truth," (1 Tim. 2:4.) All will have this knowledge ; 
for, " in the resurrection " they are " like the angels of God." 
(Matt. 22 : 30.) There will then be no unbelief and no 
abiding wrath. 

All passages of Scripture, supposed by limitarians to bear 
against Universalism, are explained at length, in Universalist 
books. But when members of limitarian churches get to 
doubting the doctrine of endless misery, and go to their 
ministers to ask explanations of those " exceeding great and 
precious promises" of universal salvation, they are fre- 
quently told that "it will not do to think and reason on 
these subjects ;" that they will lose their enjoyment, &c. The 
celebrated Dr. Barnes, in his " Notes," on 1 Cor. 15 : 22, 
" As in Adam dl die, even so in Christ shall all be made 
alive," after &iling to satisfy himself or any one else, in 
regard to the meaning of the passage, assumes the following 
position: "It must he held as a great principle, ih.Kt this 
passage is not to be so interpreted as to teach the doctrine of 
the ssuvation of all men." 
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On pp. 306-7, the author represents Mr. Balfour as e4- 
pTessing regrets that he had "ever published a book" in 
fJBivor of Universalism. In Mr. Smith's lectures he used to 
represent this as if Mr. Balfour disbelieved in XJniver^lism. 
The truth of the matter is, that Mr. B. expressed regrets at 
having published books, an his awn account^ because he had 
made pecuniary sacrifices. But he never expressed any re- 
grets at having ivritten books in favor of Universalism. If 
Mr. S. will inform the public how much money he has 
received for his slanderous writings against Universalists, 
thev will be better prepared to judge whether he, or Mr. 
Balfour, is actuated by the more disinterested motives. The 
money that Mr. S. receives for his labors of malice, is a 
revenue derived from prejudice, — a tariff on bigotry. 

In his third book, p. 58, we read, " A Universalist minister, 
while settled in Salem, stated explicitly to his society, that 
he had doubts of the truth of Universalism; and stronger 
doubts of the propriety of preaching Universalism if true. 
By earnest entreaty he remained with that society, as a 
preacher, three years, and is still a Universalist." It is 
unknown to whom this refers, unless to Rev. S. Stetson. If 
to him, the facts are perverted, as will be shown by the fol- 
lowing letter, copied from the records of the Universalist 
Society in Salem, and first published in the * Trumpet' of 
April 10, 1841 : — 

" Salem, May 10th, 1825. 

^^ Respected FViends : — Since I accepted the call of the Universalist 
Society, to become its minister, I have met with those things which 
have raiJBed a serious doubt in my mind as to the propriety of limiting 
all punishment of the obstinately wicked to this mortal life. To my 
understanding it is revealed, that in the times of the restitution of aJl 
things, in the dispensation of the fulness of times, God will gather 
together in one, all things in Christ — that he must reign till all ene- 
mies are put under his feet — that the last enemy, death, shall be 
destroyed — and that when all things are subdued unto him, then 
shall die Son also himself be subject unto him that put all things 
under him, that God may be all in all. 

" Now, my respected friends, as you, its honored Committee of the 
Society, had appointed to meet, I wished thus to open my mind to 
you, and thereby reUeve it from that burden of anxiety which I 
might hereafter feel when called to express my views upon this 
subject. M my mind should become frilly satisfied that there is no 
punishment for the wicked after death, I shall be willing to express 
It. Your aifeetionate friend and servant. 

"S. Stetson." 

It will be seen by this, that Mr. Stetson was a Universalist, 
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but, like majkj otheis of that order, he rejected die notieii 
that all punishmeDt is ccmfined to the present life. In his 
second book, p. 302, Mr. Smith represents that this man 
preached to the Salem society '* two years." Here he has 
It, *^ three years." In his next publication it will, perhaps, 
have swelled to four. 

. n. MERCENABT MOTIYES. 

We find the following in second book, pp. 64r-5 : — 

'^ Many preachers, those the most popular, allow that they preach 
for money ; and that, unless well paid, they would not preadh at all. 
A near relation of mine, a Univerralist minister, has confessed to me 
that he preached to get his bread ; that his preaching did not reform 
men, neither did he expect it would ; that he was well paid for his 
preaching, and sometimes his hearers were pleased, and sometimes 
they were offended and swore. But they paid him pron^>tly, and 
the rest was their concern." 

We know not to whom the author here refers, unless to 
his brother, who was formerly a preacher in the IJniyersalist 
denomination. Being unacquainted with that brother, we 
could not judge of the correctness of the representation. 
Neither do we know whether he has ever made any such 
confessions to our author as he here pretends. This *' near 
relation," formerly Rev. Daniel D. Smith, withdrew from 
our ecclesiastical connection, about the time of the difficulties 
with his brother, without assigning the reasons for the step. 
If his brother Matthew tells the truth in regard to his mo- 
tives, we rejoice that his connection with us has ceased. 
We never heard him represented as an avaricious man, 
however, but rather the reverse. 

Suppose we should admit the truth of this statement. 
What would it show ? Simply, that one minister preached for 
money, and that his hearers, if they had no other virtue, 
were entitled to the merit of honesty ; for it is said, " they 
paid him promptly,'** 

Our aathor does not inform us, in the developments of his 
" Experience," whether he was governed by pecuniary mo- 
tives, in his ministry of Universalism- We are left, on this 
point, to the light of facts. And one fact which has a bear- 
ing on this point, is this. 

When Mr. Smith was under discipline before the mutual 
council in Boston, in October, 1839, among the charffes pre- 
sented against him, was one from the Bev. J. Boyden, Jr., 
which alleged that Mr. Smith vorongtd him, pecuniarily, in 
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the matter of compensation for a Sabbath's preachmg, and 
then told a falsehood^ to exonerate himself. 

Mr. Smith preached away from home on Sunday, and 
Mr. Boyden preached as substitute for him» in Hartford. 
He paia Mr. B. eight doUars. in a letter on this subject, 
Mr. Boyden thus states the circumstances : — 

" When I supplied for Mr. Smith, I paid my Itorse-keepmg at the 
tavern, which, if we add the expense of travelling to Hartford, (eleven 
miles,) would leave me about $5.50 for my services. Not being 
satisfied to preach in Hartford for less than I received elsewhere, 1 
wrote Mr. Smith inquiring, among other thin^, if he did not receive 
$ 12.00 for that day's services ? In reply, he says, under date of 
November 28, * My salary on that day was not one cent more than I 
paid you, taking out my expenses.' I was informed that he received 
the above named sum ; but he was careful neither to admit nor deny 
it. He evaded my question. But if he did receive that sum, (of 
which I have not the least doubt,) then he stated a palpable false- 
hood. J. Boyden, Jr." 

After Mr. Smith began to lecture in Boston, against Uni- 
versalism. Rev. O. A. Skinner gave a public exposS of Mr. 
Smith's character and history. Mr. Smith delivered a reply 
in Marlboro' Chapel. In his remarks on this point, as re- 

Eorted in the * Trumpet' of April 10, 1841, he admitted that 
e received for that day's services, $12; — that his expenses 
in travelling were but $2.25 ; — and that he paid Mr. Boyden 
but S8, thus saving to himself $1.75. And he attempted to 
justify the fraud by saying, that what he did, " was a com- 
mon practice among Universalist preachers." 

But he made no explanation of the falsehood. He admit- 
ted that he sayed $1.75. And yet Mr. Boyden has now in 
his possession, a letter from Mr. Smith, in which he says : 
•* My salary on that day was not one cent more than I paid 
you, taking out my expenses." Thus while he was preach- 
ing at a sdary of ISOO or $900, he employed Mr. Boyden to 
supply for him a Sabbath, at a net compensation of only $5.50, 
while he added to his own usual compensation, $1.75, be- 
sides saving the labor of preparing new sermons for his own 
desk, on that day ; and then wrote a deceptive statement, to 
escape censure from Mr. Boyden. 

We know not whether Mr. Smith was generally looked 
upon in this light by his congregations, when a Universalist 
minister. But we know that many of the Congregationalists 
in the vicinity where he has since officiated as a minister in 
their connection, have so regarded him. And there are 
some facts which do not serve to diminish this impression. 
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For instance, some public-spirited gentlemen in the town of 

Merrimac, N. H., the town adjoining that in which Mr. S. 
resided, estaUished a course of literary or lyceum lectures, 
for the public benefit ; each agreeing to furnish one lecture. 
Several of the Nashua clergymen were called upon to lec- 
ture; and as the matter was sustained wholly by priyate 
liberality, the lecturers were solicited to make their services 
gratuitous, receiving remuneration only for their expenses. 
All agreed to these terms, under the circumstances, and 
probably took pleasure in thus conducing to the elevation of 
taste and morals in their neighborhood, except Rev. Mr. 
Smith. James U. Parker, Esq., an eminent lawyer, in 
Merrimac, selected Mr. Smith as his lecturer. He at first 
accepted the invitation, and the appointment for the lecture 
was given out. But subsequently, on learning the terms, he 
declined, assigning as his reason, that he lectured for pay. 
Esq. Parker then came down to Nashua, and engaged the 
Universalist minister to fill the place, and save tiie people 
from a disappointment. This was early in January, 1843. 
The lecture was in the Congregational church, in Merrimac. 
We refer to James U. Parker, Esq., and Rev. S. T. Allen, 
pastor of the Congregational church in Merrimac, for the 
truth of this statement. 

Now we do not aver that the Congregational ministers in 
general, are as Mr. Smith now is, in this respect. And we 
beg the candid reader not to assume, on his testimony, that 
the Universalist ministers in general, are like himself, in this 
respect, or as he represents his " near relation" to have been. 
We assure him that we have known many Universalist min- 
isters to " labor and suffer reproach," for their disinterested 
zeal in the cause of " the great salvation." 

If any further evidence is wanting to refute this imputa- 
tion of mercenary motive, in our ministry, we might give 
that of Mr.^ Smith himself. In his usual short-sighted and 
contradictory manner, he says, p. 259 : — 

'* The evidence of conversion to Univeisalism is seen in their 
change of character in this respect, in the violation of the Sabbath, 
and in refusing to attend meeting, and to support the preacher. ^^ 

And again, p. 289, he quotes from a certain writer, these 
words : — 

^^ Take the country societies as they exist at the present time, and 
it would require the joint effort, such as they would be disused to 
make, of ten or a doien societies, to give one preacher constant 
employ." 
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And on pa^ 338, he quotes the following, from A. A. 
Davis: — 

** * On the 19th, I visited the Shakers at Union Village, and found 
Rer. A. Carder (Who was formerly a Universalist preacher) amonff 
those, dressed out in Shaker uniform, with a straight coat, and broa£ 
brimmed hat. I inquired pf him whether he beheved, as he used to, 
in the salvation of all men. He said he did. I inquired the cause 
of his joining the Shakers : He said, that among them, he could have 
three good meals regtUarly every day. 

" *^ow, let no one laugh because the aforesaid Rev. A. Carder 
had a Uttle respect for his stomach. Men cannot live on the wind ; 
and, as preachers are made of flesh and blood, they must have some- 
thing to eat.' " 

He says again, pp. 336-8 : — 

*' I cannot leave this description of Universalism in Western New 
York, without allowing one of its advocates to speak of the manner 
in which those societies which remain, support their mimsters. The 
following is from the pen of L. C. Brown, and published in the Vnw, 
Union, April, 1837 : 

" *A Week, from the Diary of a Country Clergyman. — * Monday 
morning. Arose, much fatigued with the labors of the day previous, 
having travelled fifteen miles in the morning, preached three dis- 
courses, and returned home at evening. Found my family out of 
wood, meat and flour. Went to Br. Johnson's, three miles, for 
wood; but found he could bring none till sleighing Went to Br. 
Thompson's for meat. He said every pound of pork he had to spare 
would bring him the cash — gave me a belly-piece, at a shilling a 
pound, and said it must go on his subscription. Returned home at 
sunset. Went in the evening to the mill for flour — purchased a 
barrel at eleven dollars, promising to pay at the end of next quarter. 

'* ' Tuesday. Wife sick, in consequence of cold house and no 
wood — hired girl, a Methodist, gone to camp-meeting. Spent the 
day in nursing wife and taking care of children. Toward evening, 
Br. Robinson brought a load of green beech limbs, and ordered a 
dollar credited on his subscription. 

'' ' Wednesday. Called to attend a funeral, at 2 o'clock, p. m. 
Ran till noon in search of a conveyance. Procured a horse of Br. 
Wilson, a carriage of Br. Jilson, and wagon of Br. Simpson. Rode 
twelve mUes over hubs — preached in a bam, the house being too 
small to accommodate — received the thanks of the family and a 
bushel of apples — rode home in the rain, and paid ten shillings for 
conveyance. Called at the post-ofTice — ^naet Owen Gibbon, the 
infidel, who rallied me about priestcraft, and a priest-ridden people, 
and gave some hints respecting the indolence and luxury of the 
clergy, '* living upon the fat of me land," &c. 

'' ' Thursday. Sick of a cold, from yesterday's exposure *-* went 
to bed, after breakfast, and took a boneset sudonfie. 

'* * Friday. Rose much better — did up morning chores, and took 
up Bible to look out texts for Sunday. Interrupts by a friend who 
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called to request my attendanee at a wedding in the evening, ten milet 
distant. Put down book, and went again to seek couTeyanoe— pn^ 
cured the same as on Wednesday at Uie same price. Went to wed- 
4ling^miirried parties — received a five-franc piece from the hand 
of groomsman, with the comptiments of groom, and letumed in the 
dark and through a snow-storm. 

*' ' Saturday. Cut wood all the forenoon, to last over Sunday. 
fir. Todd called to labor me for not visiting more in my societies. 
Looked out texts after dinner, and started at two o'clock, for S., 
eighteen miles off, to spend ^e Sabbath, and prepared sermons on 
the war. 

*' ' Sunday. Day stormy. Preached three discouxses to thia 
audiences, in three difierent neighborhoods — went to bed with a 
severe headache, resolving to travel westward in the spring, in search 
of a location. Apollos.' " 

The above extract is quoted from the writer of this " Ee- 
rie w." It was not the writer's own experience, but a fancy 
sketch. The word " wagon^^ should be harness. 

We only ask the candid inquirer for truth, to put all these 
statements together, and then allow to the testimony of our 
author, all the weight to which it is entitled, on this and 
other points of accusation against ** the ministry of recon- 
ciliation." 

" But what is the truth on this point ? " perhaps it will be 
asked. We answer, it is much among Universausts, accord- 
ing to their means and circumstances, as among other reli* 
gious orders. Some are rich and liberal, while others are 
poor and sparing. One of our societies in New York felt 
able, a short time since, to ofier a favorite preacher, a salary 
oi tivo thtmsand and Jive hundred dollars. But from motives 
other than mercenary, he declined the invitation, and re- 
mained in the vicinity of his older friends, at a smaller com- 
pensation. Other societies find it difficult to raise one fifth 
part of that amount. And we find that this pecuniary ina- 
bility is not peculiar to Universalists. See the following, 
copied from a Boston paper : — 

" Rev. Mr. Dyer, pastor of the Orthodox Society in Stow, ha» 
asked and received his dismission. He stated to the council, that 
the reason which led him to ask a djamission was * the want of an 
adequate pecuniary support. ' The <50uncil say : — 

" * The councQ are happy to learn that the pastor has enjoyed, in 
a high degree, the confidence and sympathy of his pe<^le, and hts 
found his connection with them for the most part very haiwnioas. 
He gives evidence of having been an able and acceptable preacher, 
an a^ectionate devoted pastor ; and as such, we recommend him to 
the confidence of the churches wherever in the providence of Grod he 
may be called to labor.' " 

10 



110 BEYIBW. 



m. IGNORANCE. 

This is another charge which Mr. Smith prefers against 
the Universalist ministry. We read, p. 73 : — 

'' The community have little acquaintance with the character and 
qualifications of a Universalist minister. In the place where one re- 
sides, he is, as a*^general thing, unnoticed and unknown, save by the 
members of his own sect. ' ' ♦ 

This will be believed only where Universalism is unes^ 
tablished, and its ministers, consequently, but little known. 
But, we ask in candor, what class of Christian ministers are 
more respected, as men and citizens, in the communities 
where they reside, than the Universalist clergy of New 
England, and especially in Maine and Massachusetts, where 
they are most numerous ? And of what denomination do 
the ministers exert a greater or more salutary influence on 
the interests of society in general ? Who are more active 
and efficient in the promotion of education and virtue, — in 
labors for the temperance reform, and for the improvement of 
common schools 1 

Mr. S. himself, when pastor of the Universalist society in 
Salem, was made a member of the Board of Superintending 
School Committee, which, in that city, is a highly respecta- 
ble and responsible office. But when settled as pastor of a 
wealthy Congregational society in New Hampshire, he was 
unable to attain to that position. Some of his friends sought 
to place him there, in opposition to public feeling. The 
effort resulted, however, in a canvass which showed six votes 
for Mr. Smith, while the pastor of the Universalist society 
in the same place, was placed at the head of the Board by 
the almost unanimous suffrage of the town. The idea of 
obscurity, which Mr. S. endeavors to attach to the Univer- 
salist ministry, is doubtless intended to influence young men, 
especially those who are preparing for professional life, and 
to intimidate those who may be liberal in feeling, and look- 
ing towards the clerical profession. It will succeed, how- 
ever, only with those who are uninformed upon the subject. 

In regard to the ignorance and obscurity of Universalists, 
Mr. S. seems to difler from the author of that old doggerel 

Joem, entitled a "Descant on Universalism," written by 
ohn Peck. He says : — 

*^ But stay, thou hasty, rattling pen, 
Be careful how you rave, 
You fight the great, the men of state. 
The knowing and the brave. ^^ 



\ 
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Agam, p. 74: — 

" Men can scarcely credit the statement, that an aoqnaintaace with 
English grammar is not required in a candidate for ordination ; and 
that a man may aiise from a shoe-bench, or a work-bench, tcnday, 
ignorant of grammar, unable to write a pa^ of composition correctly, 
and in six weeks become an accredited Universalist preacher. Vet 
such is the truth. The ministry of Universalism, while I write, 
holds just such men as I have described." 

It is true that sorne of our ministers, more especially ia 
the earlier history of our denomination, and even still, in the 
more remote sections of our widely extending vineyard, have 
about as little classical preparation for the ministry as the 
earlier followers of Jesus. Yet many of these sure most 
worthy and successful ministers of the New Testament, 
thougn they cannot read it in the original. Many men, who 
have no knowledge of the rules of grammar or rhetoric, are 
still effective public speakers, and sometimes even eloquent. 
The distinguished and unfortunate temperance lecturer, Mr. 
J. B. Gough, has repeatedly stated in public, that he could 
not " parse a sentence in grammar." And yet few men of 
the day have called together larger audiences, or more en- 
chained and thrilled and moved and melted them. Men 
have sometimes been gpreat and useful without great learn- 
ing, not only as ministers, but as magistrates. General 
Washington, as Mr. Jefferson informs us, never studied 
grammar. His knowledge of composition was entirely prac- 
tical, being ierived wholly from reading, correspondence and 
intercourse with literary men. God sometimes raises up 
unlearned men to give utterance and victory to the truth. 
And sometimes the hand of Providence is the more obvious 
in a great movement, from the very absence of learning and 
worldly influence in its apostles. Such was the fact m re- 
gard to some of the earlier Universalist ministers, and many 
were led to say of such, as marvelled the Jews at the teach- 
ings of the Saviour, " How knoweth this man letters, having 
never learned ? " It is from this consideration, that XJniver- 
salists have refused to adopt any universal and arbitrary 
standard of literary qualification in their preachers. While 
some of the more educated would urge the adoption of such, 
tests, it has been thought more apostolic and more judicious 
to allow each congregation to judge of the inteUectual quali- 
fications of its candidates for settlement ; and these qualifi- 
cations are graduated, of course, according to the different 
decrees of local intelligence and culture. These romarkii 
wiu serve as answer to all our author has urged on thi«^ 
point, in his larger work. 



lis BSTIBW. 

In his third book, p. 53, the author tells a story of a Univer- 
Bftlist preacher in Maine, who delivered a series of discourses 
on the original words rendered heU, in the common English 
Bible. Speaking of one of these words, the Hebrew word 
Sh^oiy he is reported to have pronounced it, Shod, We 
know nothing of the authenticity of this. We never heard 
of it before. It 'may be true, — it may be entirely fictitious^ 
like many other of our author's statements. If true, the man 
was more to be pitied for want of good sense, in stepping out 
of his sphere, than for his ignorance of Hebrew. 

We have in mind, and will present by way of offset, though 
neither case proves anything in a general point of view, a 
similar instance of biblical criticism, from a limitarian source. 
A minister at the South, some years since, published a 
pamphlet against Universalism. Among other points, he 
urged the doctrine of a future general judgment. On this 
head, he quoted Jude 6, where it is said that ** the angels 
which kept not their first estate " are ** reserved in everlast- 
ing chains, under darkness, unto the judginent of the great 
day." He went on quite boldly to argue, philologically, from 
the meaning of the original word rendered judgment, in this 
passage. The original here rendered judgment, he said was 
zophaUf which always referred to a future general judgment. 
Yet it happens that the Greek word rendered judgment, here, 
is krisin, and zophan is rendered darkness, instead of judg" 
fTtenU This writer could probably read the Greek character, 
so as to pronounce the words. But being unread in Greek, 
and probably not having a lexicon by him when he wrote, he 
mistook the original of darkness for that of judgment, thus 
showing that in his mind there was much less of judgment 
than of darkness. 

We will here say, not by way of boasting, but for the in- 
formation of the candid, that while we have some preachers 
of very limited literary opportunities and attainments, we 
have others who have graduated with honor at our colleges, 
and some who have attained to classic honors by the force 
of industry and exertion, in the process of private self-edu- 
cation, ana have received honorary degrees from the best of 
our literary institutions. Such are Rev. Hosea Ballou, 2d, 
D. D. and Rev. E. H. Chapin, A. M. 

As to the ignorance and obscurity of our ministry, it may 
be sufficient to remark that they are called to fill places of 
Kterary trust in various departments of society. In the old- 
est and most enlightened commonwealth in our country, they 
hoviB been repeatedly elected as chaplains to the Legislature. 
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Among those who have filled ^lis place in Massachosetts, 
are Rev. Messrs. Streeter, King, Chapin, and 0. A. Skin- 
ner. The annual Election Sermon before the State ofiicers 
and members of the legislature of the same commonwealth, 
has several times been awarded to Universalist clergymen. 
Among those who have officiated on the occasion, are Rev. 
Messrs. Dean and Chapin. Rev. W. Skinner and S. C. Love- 
land have officiated, we believe, as chaplains to the Vermont 
Legislature, And the Wisconsin Legislature has recently 
elected, to the same office. Rev. F. Whittaker. These are 
all Universalist clergymen. They are called, all over New 
England, to superintend the interests of commcm school edu- 
cation. One of them. Rev. Mr. Chapin, is now a member 
of the Board of Education in Massachusetts. Another, Rev. 
H. Bailou, 2d, ha^ been called by the government of that 
State, to fill the place in the Board of Trustees of Harvard 
University, made vacant by the death of the late distin- 
guished and lamented Dr. Channing. They are also called 
to lecture before lyceums and o^ the great questions of re- 
form, all over the land, before audiences composed of all de- 
nominations, and often in our largest towns and cities. 

And if other evidences were wanted, it might be sufficient 
to remark, although we would not do it invidiously, that 
when some few of our preachers, and those not the most 
learned among us, have renounced our faith and volunteered 
to slander us, denouncing us as inunoral and ignorant, they 
have been welcomed by the most educated of the Orthodox 
clergy, and put forward in their ministry, without time for 
having made any additional attainments. Such was the 
case with Mr. Smith, He was certainly never regarded as 
one of the leading minds in the Universalist denomination. 
He was not often called upon to officiate on important occa- 
sions, — to deliver ordination or dedication sermons. He 
should be modest in speaking of preachers coming from the 
" shoe-bench " and " work-bench." Mr. Smith himself came 
into the Universalist ministry, from the rope-vxdk. He began 
to study for our ministry while an apprentice to the rope- 
making business with Mr." Webber, in Koxbuiy, and used to 
go and recite his lessons to Rev. H. Bailou, 2d. We do not 
say this to his disparagement. We consider it the most 
meritorious portion of his history. Although an easy and 
attractive speaker, he was never regarded as among our 
literati, unlearned as we are, nor as a man of much force or 
originality of mind. He contributed nothing to our religious 
libraries, save a small *' Compend of Jewish History," fo? 

10* 
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dtUdren. And you will search in vain for articles from bis 
pen, in the ' Universalist Expositor,' the literary and criticial 
magazine of the denomination. And yet he closed his labors 
as a Universalist minister, in September, 1840, and in Janu- 
ary, 1841, a little more than three months after, commenced 
preaching in the ministry of the Congregationalists. He 
«ays in his " Experience," pp. 48-9 : — 

" After this, I passed a few months at New Haven, Connecticut. 
On the last Sabbath in the year 1840, both Mrs. Smith and myself 
united with the First Church in New Haven, Connecticut, of which 
Rev. Leonard Bacon is pastor. ♦ ♦ # • 

*^ On the 5th day of January, 1841, 1 took license from the New 
Haven West Association, of which Rev, Dr. Day, president of Yale 
College, was moderator. Since my license, I have been constantly 
employed in attempting to build up the faith which once I destroyed.^' 

Mr. Smith has recently been officiating as minister to an 
Orthodox society in Washington, the seat of onr national 
government. 

Similar to his, was the case of Rev. Mr. Whitaker. He was 
nearly as showy and popular a speaker as Mr. Smith, not more 
learned and quite as superficial. He attempted to rear up a 
new Universalist society in the city of New York. A society 
was organized ; but his labors were not such as gave promise 
of permanent success, and the trustees gave him notice, 
towards the close of the second year, that his society would 
probably seek a change of pastors. WTiereupon he speedily 
renounced Universalism, was welcomed to the ranks of its 
opposers, and soon settled over an Orthodox society worship- 
ing in Catharine street, New York. 

In regard to the attainments of our ministry, we admit that 
a large majority are not liberally educated, though they are 
generally well studied in the Scriptures, and most of them 
have made some attainments in the languages. We have a 
few who are eminent for learning, and a few who are con- 
siderably deficient. 

We close with the following testimony from the * Christian 
Register.' This paper is the orgjin of the Unitarians, who 
have the control of Cambridge University, and whose minis- 
try is probably the most literary body of clergymen in our 
country : — 

** The present ministry of the Universalists, it is but just to say, 
consists of a rare body of * self-made,' laborious and efficient men. 
And indeed such has, heretofore, been its character, when thinly 
scattered, and but few in number. Their moral courage and their 
lac^t must have been invincible, or they could not have sustained 
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IbeinMlTeB agrainst oppoatng piejudioeB and aatipasfaies wlneh were 
next to overwhehning. The liteiatuie wMch they haye put forth, 
coDsidered in oonnection with their email advantaj^es of educatioa, 
■might eren surprise us. It very justly commands our respect. The 
works of Hosea Ballou — one of the clearest and strongest heads 
among the clergymen of New England, who, like WDliam Cobbett, 
never wrote a sentence, * not inteUi^ble at sight ' — of Walter Bal- 
four, a patient and enterprising diver mto the depths of Rabbinical and 
Magian Archaeology — of Hosea Ballou, 2d, one of our best explor- 
ers of ' older ' historical documents and digester of the facts and doe- 
trines contained in them — of Charles Spear, the * come-outer ' and 
anti-gallows man — Charles Hudson, J. M. Austin, O. A. Skinner, 
Paul Dean, J. G. Adams, Thomas Whittemore, and of many others, 
have done much, not more for the reputation of their authors, than 
for the benefit both of their own denomination and of the Christian 
community." 

IV. LOOSENESS OF TASTE AND MORALS. 

Ixi-his largest work, p. 65, the author remarks : — ^ 

^' Although associated with them twelve years, I never heard the 
subject of peitonal religion introduced in a meeting of Universalist 
teachers as a theme of conversation, or any topic designed to improve 
the understanding or mend the heart. But impure and indecent jests, 
low and ofiensive stories, remarks that would rule a man out of any 
respectable drawing-room in the country, together with petty scandal, 
and criticism of no Mendly character upon some absent brother, make 
up the conversation of Universalist preachers when in company with 
each other. Some few of us used to regret this state of things, and 
talk of it. But any attempt to check it would only have brought us 
under the suspicion of all who were engaged in it." 

This is perhaps the vilest and most sweeping paragraph to 
be found in all the author's writings. He says, " Some few 
oftis used to regret this state of things, and talk of it." This 
would give the impression that " this state of things " was 
general among the Universalist ministry, and that our author 
was one of the " few " exceptions ! After reading the history 
of his connection with that ministry, who will credit the in- 
timation that he was among the purer of its members ? He 
here denounces as impure, indecent, low and vulgar, such 
men as Revs. H. Balloif and S. Streeter, who have been 
settled as pastors in Boston for a quarter of a century, and 
who enjoy the highest respect of that Whole community. 
The denunciation includes Rev. E. H. Chapin, one of the 
most eloquent and estimable clergymen in the Union, — Rev. 
O. A. Skinner, for ten years past, the esteemed and popular 
pastor of the Universalist society in Warren street, Boston, 
formerly chaplain of the Legislature, and for many years a 
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member of the School Board in Boston, — Rev. H. BaUott» 
2d., D.D., for seventeen years settled in Roxbury, — Rev. T. 
Whittemore, the able minister and author, and the highly 
respected and influential citizen, — Rev. T. B. Thayer, for 
twelve years pastor of the First Universalist Society in 
Lowell, — Rev. T. J. Sawyer, for sixteen years pastor oi the 
church in Orchard-street, New York, known and esteemed 
both at home and in England and Germany, for his ability 
and learning, — with many others equally eminent and 
worthy. And at the close of this denunciation, with charac- 
teristic modesty, he speaks of himself, the unstable, impru- 
dent, deceptive anonymous letter-writer, and the subject of 
repeated discipline and censure at the hands of the excellent 
men he scandalizes, as one of a ^^few^^ who were grieved at 
the moral impurities of such men as we have mentioned ! 

With regard to levity of character in our ministry, it is 
true that a few such specimens may be found. And the 
worst of these are one or two who came to us, after years of 
service in the ministry of limitarian denominations. Their 
mirthful "jests" and " stories" they brought with them, and 
generally quote them from some of their former ministerial 
associates. These peculiarities have greatly impaired their 
influence and usefulness as ministers among our people ; 
while they have not been found guilty of any immoralities^ 
nor anything that afforded ground for expulsion. Nor is 
"this state of things" peculiar to the Universalists. The 
writer has known instances of clerical eccentricity and 
mirthfulness, quite as exceptionable, among the Orthodox 
ministry. 

When Mr. Smith was settled in Nashua, as a Congrega- 
tionalist minister, he had for a near neighbor, an aged 
ministering brother, of high standing in his denomination, 
whose mirthfulness was more predominant and proverbial 
than we have ever known in any Universalist clergyman. 
This venerable Orthodox divine is distinguished for his 
wealth and wit. It was he who, when called to make a 
prayer at a Masonic celebration, some years since, and not 
being a member of, nor very friendly to, the order, addressed 
the Supreme Being after this manner : " Lord, teach us to 
pray for — we know not what. If it be good, bless it. If it 
be bad, curse it." 

We think it would be difficult to find a Universalist min- 
ister whose devotional exercises were less marked by gravity 
and reverence than this. It is but just to Say, however, that 
this gentleman is a highly respectable citizen, and has held 
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& vest m ^ New Hampshife Senate. His lerity, howeTer* 
has impaired his infiaenee as a minister, and we have a few 
Tery similar instances in our ministry. 

We give one more instance of clerical humor in the Ortho- 
dox ministry, not by way of reprisal, but of exoneration. 
It appeared as an advertisement in an Illinois paper. The 
writer is Rev. Henry W. Beecher, of Chicago, son of the 
distinguished Dr. Lyman Beecher: — 

** Found. — At the intersection of Delaware and Market streets, a 
pair of saddle ba^, containing three dozen fat, plump, dressed quails. 
The quails have oeen eaten, to save them from spoiling. The owner 
can have the baofs by paying for the advertisement and settling with 
me for the trouble of eating the birds. 

"Henry W. Beccher." 

The tJniversalist ministers are certainly a cheerful class 
of men. Theirs is a cheerful religion. There is an entire 
absence of all gloominess and pat-on sanctimoniousness 
among them. But in point of courtesy, dignity, and purity 
of character, we think they will not compare unfavorably 
with those of most other Christian denominations. 

The author says, of the TJniversalist ministry, third book, 
page 54 : " It is a ministry destitute of courtesy. Most of 
the preachers of Universalism are strangers to the common 
courtesies of life. They are bold and impudent." And he 
who makes this charge, throughout all his writmgs, with- 
holds the title of Rev., from Universalist ministers, wherever 
he has occasion to name them. Is this evidence of the 
refining influence of the doctrine of endless torments, to 
which our author owes his present standing in society ? 

In his third book, p. 57, we find the following : — 

" One of the oldest preachers of Universalism now living, was for 
many yeais celebrated for using profane language, selling rum, and 
drinking rum. He kept so disorderly a house that the selectmen of 
the town took away his license. He appealed to the town, and the 
action of the selectmen was sustained by a decided vote. And not 
&r from that time, when the Universalists removed the remains of 
Mr. Murray to Mt Auburn, Uiis man made the prineipal prayer." 

The individual to whom these remarks probably refer, is 
Mr. Joshua Elagg. He was formerly connected with the 
Universalist ministry. At the time he began to preach, as 
early as A, D. 1800, it was common for ministers of all 
denominations to use spirits. He was advanced in life when 
* the temperance reform began, and from his age, the peculiar 
structure of his mind, and his degree of culture, he waa 
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among those who sturdily rejected this, with improyements 
generally, and adhered to the ancient usages, though we 
have never heard of his drinking immoderately. As the 
temperance reform advanced, his influence continued waning; 
and when he finally so far defied the puhlic feeling as to 
engage in keeping a tavern and selling intoxicating drinks, 
he sank entirely as a preacher. He has not heen settled as 
pastor of any Universalist society for years. His name has 
not appeared in our denominational Register for some years 
past. No society would thmk of employing him as a pastor, 
and probably -no Universalist clergyman w6uld exchange 
pulpit services with him. " And why then," it will be asked, 
" do not the denomination in Massachusetts formally expel 
him ? " We presume the reason is, that in consideration of 
his age, the customs and usages when he entered the minis- 
try, and the fact that he has virtually abandoned the minis- 
terial office, no one feels disposed to prefer charges against 
him, or arraign him before the public. It is not the practice 
of the Universalists to pursue an erring man with perse- 
cution, when he abandons the ministry. How he came to 
make the prayer at the removal of the remains of Murray, 
we do not know. This was in the month of June, 1837. 
Our ministers generally, in the vicinity of Boston, were sur- 
prised and offended at the selection. Rev. Thomas Jones, 
of Gloucester, the oldest Universalist minister then living, 
was invited, but was unable to attend ; and we conjecture 
that the arrangement of substituting Mr. Flagg, was made 
by some of the elder clergy, in respect to the age of Mr. F., 
forgetting, in the excitement and joy of that occasion, the old 
gentleman's obliquities, and harboring only, for the time, the 
remembrance of "the day of small things," the times of 
Murray, when we were but a handful, and when Mr. Flagg 
was on a level, in character, with the clergy generally of his 
time. 

Dr. Charles Jewett, the distinguished tbmperance lecturer, 
when travelling in Massachusetts, in the month of November, 
1840, thus spoke of Mr. Flagg and the Universalist clergy 
in that State. He copied the account at my request, from 
the * Temperance Journal * of December, 1840 : — 

"Gardner. — At this place I spent the Sabbath, and lectured 
twice, although the weather was very unfavorable. This township 
has given us a list of twenty-seven members. The tavern has 
changed hands since I visited the town before, and although the 
former landlord preserved tolerable regolations at the estaUishment, 
they will probably be greatly improved now that a professed minister 
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of the Grospel has the management of the concern. If any lover of 
the ' critter' would fain know how a glass of brandy-slinff would 
taste mixed by a clergyman, their curiosity may be gratified W 
calling at the tavern in Grardner, where the Rev. Mr. Flagg wiU 
make a display of his skill in the use of the toddy-stick. In justice 
to the denomination to which the Rev. gentleman belongs, I will 
say, that with one other exception, every one I have met in the State, 
has given his name to your list of members, his undivided influence 
to the measures of the State Union, and to myself as a servant of the 
cause such a hearty welcome, as has placed me under lasting obli- 
gations to them. Whether the gentleman has occupied the pulpit 
since he has commenced his operations in the bar, I do not know." 

We feel quite certain that Mr. Flagg has not occupied a 
pulpit belonging to any organized Universalist church or 
society, since the date of Dr. Jewett's article, though he may 
have preached in some neighborhoods among his ancient 
acquaintances, to such as chose to hear him. Dr. Jewett ia 
Orthodox in faith ; and while he visits with merited scurcasm, 
the case of Mr. Flagg, he bears ample testimony to the 
friendship of the Universalist clergy generally, for the cause 
of temperance. 

Mr. Flagg, it seems, kept tavern in Gardner, in November, 
1840. Mr. Smith says, " And not far from that time^* 
[that is, probably, after November, 1840,] " when the Uni- 
versalists removed the remains of Mr. Murray to Mt. Auburn, 
this man made the principal prayer." So says Mr. Smith. 
" The Universalists removed the remains of Mr. Murray to 
Mt. Auburn," on the 8th of June, 1837, more than three years 
previous to Mr. Flagg's keeping tavern in Gardner. Mr. 
Smith is a very unsafe historian in point of chronology as 
well as fact. 

So much for Mr. Flagg. His case is an anomalous one 
among Universalists ; but there have been similar instances 
among the Orthodox denominations. The writer knew one 
in Montgomery county, N. ,Y., as late as 1888. There was 
an old and formerly eminent minister of the Dutch Reformed 
church, who was a confirmed drunkard, and had been so for 
years. And yet this man attended more funerals and wed- 
aings than any other minister in the neighborhood, and often 
in the families of church-members. He also frequently 
preached on the Sabbath. He preached sound ** Orthodoxy," 
with much ability and learning ; and many of the old Dutch- 
men used to say that they had rather have Domine W., take 
him when he was sober ^ than any other minister in the 
Mohawk valley. We heard, a few years since, with much 
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joy, that the Washingtonian movement, in which TTniver- 
saiists have borne so active a part, had reached him, and 
that he was redeemed in his old age. 
Again, second book, p. 230 : — 

'* When I resided in Hartford, Connecticut, the editor of the Uni- 
versalist paper in that citv announced, through its columns, that, for 
the future, he should refuse to pray in pubUc when he conducted 
public service. He contended that such prayer was wrong ; that he 
had eonyersed with a large number of Universalist preachers, who 
l^eed with him in theory, but thought the public not yet enlightened 
enough to dispense with it ; and that offering prayer in connection 
with a sermon, was a tribute to Orthodoxy that he was not willing to 
pay. He offered a reward of one thousand dollars to any man who 
would prove that the Saviour ever made a public prayer." 

The individual to whom these remarks refer, is Rev. 
Robert Smith. Smith has been, in some instances, a very 
unfortunate, and in others, a fortunate name in our ministry. 
Our author here tells a part of the truth ; but, with his usual 
candor and justice, he omitted to inform his readers that this 
anti-praying editor and preacher, was disfellowshipped by 
the Universalists, and expelled from their ministry, tor want 
of Christian character. He subsequently removed to the 
West, renounced Universalism, published a book of renun- 
ciation, and found favor, we believe, with the limitarian 
community. We have heard that he has since renounced 
Orthodoxy, and seems treading in the footsteps of his more 
illustrious namesake whose writings we are reviewing. That 
our ministers sympathized with him, in his course in regard 
to prayer, is untrue. And we presume the candid reader, 
knowing that all our preachers mingle prayer in their usual 
Sabbath exercises, will not be deceived by the alleged state- 
ment of Robert Smith, as quoted by M. Hale Smith. 

We make the following extract from the minutes of the 
proceedings of the Connecticut Convention of Universalists, 
at their session in Berlin, October 12, 1836 : — 

*^ Resolved, That in our opinion, said Robert Smith is unworthy of 
the confidence and fellowship of our denomination a^ a minister of the 
Gospel, and, therefore, that the fellowship of this Convention be, and 
hereby is, withdrawn from him." 

This resolution passed unanimously. 

In second book, pp. 239-240, is the following certificate : — 

"The undersigned state that, in the month of February, 1840, 
while Mr. Watson was engaged in printing a pamphlet concerning 
* Miller's Theory,' for Abel C. Thomas, it appearing that the work 
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could not be issaed at the time lequired, Mr. Thocnas suggested iff 
out hearing that it might be done if the hands would work on the in- 
tervening Sabbath, saying that each might ' stick up a little curtain at 
the window, so as not to disturb an^dy ; ' adding that ' he hid done 
it many a time,^ and that ' there was no harm in it,^ or something to 
that amount. " A. £. Newton, 

"J. J. JuDKura, 
" Gkobox N. Brown. 
" LoweU, July id, 1841." 

This fact is well authenticated. It is not often that Mr. 
Smith takes any trouble to procure testimony to corroborate 
his statements. We think he was unwise in doing so in this 
case. It is a dangerous precedent for him. The discerning 
reader will naturally inquire, " Why are not many other and 
more disparaging accusations thus authenticated ? " It can- 
not be because of his assurance that the public place implicit 
confidence in his word. If so, he would have given this item, 
like most others, on the strength of his own bare assertion. 
This shows that he appreciates the value of other men's tes- 
timony in sustaining his assertions, when he can procure 
such aid. We hope this bearing of the case will not be lost, 
upon the candid reader. 

This fact in regard to Rev. Mr. Thomas, appears in a 
false light, however, without a knowledge of some circum- 
stances which our author could not be expected to notice, 
because it would not so well have served his purpose. The 
circumstances to which we refer, are those of Mr. Thomas' 
early religious education and former religious associations. 
He IS the grandson of Abel Thomas, a distinguished Quaker 
'preacher, of the times of the revolution. Abel C. was edu- 
cated strictly in the faith and worship of his ancestors, and 
was, for years, and until he embraced the faith of the Resti- 
tution, an esteemed and devoted member of the society of 
Friends, in Philadelphia. These people have no veneration 
for " one day, above another." Mr. Thomas, in embracing 
the docrine of Universal Grace, did not shake off his Quaker 
ideas in regard to holy days and ordinances. He retained, 
for many years after entering our ministry, and still retains 
in part, the Quaker taste in dress and language. He still 
discards all ordinances, has never administered nor received 
the eucharist nor baptism, and thinks it no sin to do any kind 
of good upon the Sabbath days. He would not consent to 
be ordained, till after he had preached a dozen years ; nor 
would he then allow hands to be placed upon his head, con- 
sidering it as implying that he held his mission from huaiaa 
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'authority. He has, like the Friends in general, too much 
regard to the feelings and convenience of others, to perform 
unnecessary labor which could in any way interfere with the 
quiet of public worship on that day, but does not regard it as 
holy time. Hence his request to the printers to " stick up a 
little curtain at the window, so as not to disturb anybody, ^^ 
This is genuine Quakerism. The remark that " he had done 
it many a time," is explained by the fact that he was former- 
ly a printer, and worked in the office of a daily paper where 
the type for the Monday's sheet is usually set up on Sunday. 
He viewed Millerism as a destroying error. It was then 
raging in the city of Lowell and elsewhere, dethroning men's 
reason, unfitting them for usefulness, and working temporal 
ruin. "With this idea, in connection with his Quaker con- 
science in regard to the Sabbath, he made the request which 
is indicated in the certificate. So far as religious doctrine 
has any connection with this case, it must be ascribed, not 
to Universalism, but to Quakerism. There is nothing in 
the belief of the final holiness and happiness of all men, that 
would lead any one to disregard the Sabbath. 

Mr. Thomas' brethren in the ministry nearly all diflfer 
from him on the subject of ordinances and the Sabbath. But 
knowing his real integrity, engagedness, abilities and moral 
worth, they are glad to number him among their ablest co- 
workers in the ministry of reconciliation, notwithstanding his 
Quaker peculiarities, and even though like some whom Paul 
describes, he " esteemeth every day alike." It will be seen 
by this that the Universalists are a very tolerant people. 
They do not reject the sincere and worthy believer on ac- 
count of mere ceremonial differences. Yet they do not de- 
sign to countenance any laxity of moral principle. This is 
evinced in the history of our author's connection with them. 
Mr. Thomas' views of the Sabbath, they do not regard in the 
light of moral laxity, but of religious education. He was 
bred in Philadelphia, and Dr. Ely, who knew him person- 
ally, did not hesitate to engage in a religious discussion 
with him through the columns of his paper. In his letter, 
accepting Mr. Thomas' invitation to this discussion, Dr. Ely 
says : — 

'* With youiself I have some slight acqaaintance ; and permit me 
to say, that I entertain for you sentiments of respect. I do not with- 
hold from you the title of Reverend, for any other reason than this, 
that I use it to denote one whom I regard as a minister of Christ ; 
and I cannot acknowledge any one who denies the future punishment 
of the wicked as sustaining that official character. I am glad that 
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yea have addressed me with<mt any other title than that of Brother^ 
and I very cordially salute you in return as a brother in the human 
family. Let the withholding of titles be no ofl^nce between us. Let 
us waive all dispute with each other about character, office, and every- 
thing personal." 

Mr. Thomas' Quakerism is again manifested in his re- 
ply:— 

'^ I cordially unite with you in saying, * Let the withholding of 
titles be no offence between us,' &c. And while on this point, ulow 
me to observe, that, in my opinion, the title * Reverend * belongs ex- 
clusively to the Supreme Being — that I do not prefix it to the names 
of my Universalist brethren, and that I never apply it to man, except- 
ing in cases where the non-application of the title might be considered 
a mark of disrespect." — Discussion between Ely and Thomas^ pp. 
15, 17. 

In his first book, p. 42, the author states : — 

<' If you will go to Quiney, you will find a bigamist settled over the 
L^niversalist society. Mr. Gregory apphed to the Supreme Court of 
Vermont for a divorce. It decided that he ought not to have one. 
He married in the face of this decision. Upon him the Universalists 
held a Council, and decided that he was guilty of * no violation to 
any law of morality or religion . ' After conrniitting a crime that now 
constitutes him a candidate for the State Prison, we are told that he 
has violated no moral or reUgious law. Truly, to him who hates the 
restraints of married life, or who prefers another to the one whom he 
has sworn to love and cherish, that must be a welcome religion and 
a desdrable morality.'' 

We will here lay before the candid reader the proceedings 
of the Universalist council in the case of Mr. Gregory. We 
copy from the ' Trumpet' of September 19, 1840 : — 

"CASE OF REV. JOHN GKEGORY. 

" The following brethren, viz., H. Ballou, O. A. Skinner, L. Willis, 
W. Balfour, J. C. Waldo, E. Hewett, clergymen, and B. B. Mus- 
sey, layman, were appointed as a mutual council to consider the com- 
plaint of bigamy with which Br. John Gregory had been charged. 
The council met at the house of Br. Gregory in Quiney, Thursday, 
the 3d inst., and after solemn prayer to God, by Br. Ballou, {mto- 
ceeded to business. 

" A large number of documents were read and considered, both 
with respect to the complaint submitted, and the defence made. 
Every member of the council was greatly surprised that so abun- 
dant evidence had been adduced by Br. Gregory's lawyer, by one of 
the judges of Vermont, by the Magistrate who officiated on the occa- 
sion of his marriage, by the father of his present wife, and others, 
which go to exonerate him from blame in eontracting his late mar- 
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riage wttAei the oiTCumstaiices ^ the case. It appeaafed to the ooiai- 
oil that he had done all in his power to do, and all the statute of 
Vennont (where he applied to be divorced) requked him to do, in 
order to entitle him to a bill of divorce from the woman, to whom he 
was married several years since, and who had wUfiilly deserted him 
more than three years. 

" Such bemg the imanimous opinion of the council, it was re- 
quested as justice to Br. Gregory and his worthy family, that the 
views thus entertained of the case, should be made pubHc, and hence 
the following report (which, it is hoped, will be published in all our 
religious periodicals,) was drawn up as expressive of the views and 
feelings of every member of the council, in regard to the merits of 
this case. 

" The council having examined with due care all the evidences 
which were presented in relation to the case submitted, found them- 
selves unanimous in the opinion that Br. Gregory, having complied 
with the requisition of the law of Vermont necessary to entitle him 
to a bill of divorce, was led to believe by the advice of his counsel, 
that he was legally safe in consummating, by marriage, a contract 
entered into for that purpose, with his present wife. 

'^ The council were sdso unanimous in the opinion, from ajn]de 
proof, that Br. Gregory had acted openly and honorably towards his 
present wife, her parents, and all her connexions, and used no deceit 
in any particular, rdative to the formation of his present marriage. 

^' Furthermore, that the marriage was solemnized by a omgistrate 
who, by letter to the council, certified that he was knowing to all the 
circumstances of the case, and that with this knowledge he consid- 
ered himself in the way of his duty to unite the parties in marriage. 

'* The council, in view of the evidence adduced in the ease, are 
unanimous in the opinion, that Br. Gregory has not violated the 
principles of morality, nor any divine law revealed. 

*' B. B. MusssT, Chatrman. 

" L. Willis, Clerk." 

Such was the action of that council and such the evidence 
on which they acted. Mr. Smith's statement of this case 
was published in 1841. Some time after its appearance, 
some of the enemies of Mr. Gregory, becoming incensed 
against him because of his efforts in the temperance cause, 
and relying, perhaps, on the statement of Mr. Smith, prose- 
cuted Mr. Gt, for bigamyt before the Grand Jury of Norfolk 
county, Massachusetts. All the evidehce that could be found 
was brought forward; and the result was that the Grand 
Jury refused, unanimously, to find a bill of indictment against 
Mr. Gregory. The evidence showed that he was legally re- 
leased from all claim on the part of his first companion, thus 
confirming the justice of the decision of the Universalist 
council. This was in December, 1842. 

Did Mr. Smith then, like an honest man and a Christian, 
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leiryct his slander ? Not he ; but at a still later period, Oct 
15, 1845, he thus republishes this piece of scandal, in his 
third book, p. 57 : — 

'^ Men guilty of bigamy have been declared by UniyerBalists, in 
naye council, to have ' committed no offence whatever against any 
h.w of morality or religion.' " 

The only case in which a charge of bigamy against a Uni- 
versalist minister has ever come before a council, is that of 
Mr. Gregory, referred to in the former quotation. The word 
"wicn," therefore, with which the last quotation commences, 
is a deceptive word. The statement were untrue, even in 
the singular number. But the prolific heart of our author 
has pluralized the misrepresentation, perhaps to save himself 
the labor of inventing and writing other instances of Univer- 
salist bigamy. Mr. Smith pays little regard to number in 
slandering UniversaUsts. He generally uses the plural 
when it will best serve his turn. If sincere in his present 
religious faith, he believes that sin is infinite, and perhaps 
reasons that he will incur no more guilt by telling falsehood 
in the plural than in the singular number. 

We would respectfully caution our Orthodox brethren, and 
especially their ministry, to be somewhat reserved in origin- 
ating or circulating charges oi inconstancy to the marriage 
relation, against the Universalist ministry. " A word to the 
wise," &c. — the proverb of the "glass-house." 

And here we are led to inquire, what is the standard of 
Orthodox morality in regard to the marriage covenant? 
What code of sexual morals do their missionaries inculcate 
upon the benighted and sensual heathen ? 

A meeting of the friends and patrons of the American 
Board of Foreign Missions was held at Bangor, about the 
first of June, 1846. An account of this meeting is contained 
in the * Bangor Gazette ' of June 6th, from which we extract 
the following information : Dr. Anderson, being the principal 
agent present, was called to the stand in order to answer 
any inquiries in regard to the measures of the Board, and 
also the principles by which they had been governed. 
Among other inquiries were some in regard to polygamy. 
The * Bangor Gazette ' says : — 

" Polygamy came in incidentally, and we understood Dr. A. to 
say that the missionaries, a£ter a full consideration of the question, 
came to the conclusion that the sinfulness of polygamy was not so 
clearly taught in the New Testament as to make it a test of exclu- 
sion ; but that neither the Board or the Prudential Committee had 

11* 



126 BETIEW. 

Bret passed upon the question. It was, however, regaided by tibtf 
missioiiaries sub a bar to holding church offices. ^^ 

Whether bigamy or only polygamy is forbidden to church 
officers, the account does not state. We should think (me 
wife enough for an Orthodox deacon in Ceylon; but would 
not judge these brethren. The unofficial private Christian 
may have three or more. 

In addition to the above, we present the following from the 
* True Wesleyan :* — 
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POLYGAMY AND ADULTERY IN THE CHITRCH. 



'' Our readers have of^n been informed that polygamy has been 
allowed in some of the mission churches under the charge of the 
American Board, but we presume it will startle them to hear that 
adultery exists in the Methodist Mission Churches. Such is declared 
to be the fact. This was brouffht out at the recent meeting of the 
American Board by Rev. Mr. ratton. The following is extraeted 
from the report of Mr. Patton's speech as given in the * Boston Re- 
corder:' — 

" * Mr. Patton then read a portion of a letter written by Rev. Mr. 
Griffin, a missionary in Oreffon, who went out under the patronage 
of a part of the churches in Litchfield county, Ct. Mr. G. states tluit 
he found churches there whose members were living together without 
marriage — that he endeavored for a time to persuade them in priTUte 
to marry, but not succeeding, was forced to preach on adultery. This 
raised a storm. The people rebelled, and were sustained by every 
Protestant Missionary whom they consulted, who declared that the 
time had not yet come to make a stand against adultery. The letter 
charged the Methodist missionaries with special opposition on this 
account to Mr. G. , and with baptizing the children of unconverted 
parents, and administering the Lord's Supper to one of their mem- 
bers who swore he would not marry his woman. 

*^ ' Here Mr. Patton was interrupted by half a dozen persons vehe- 
mently, and in some cases calling him to order, and endeavoring to 
silence him. When he could again be heard, Mr. Patton remarked : 
' As the letter seems to be so obnoxious to the members of the Board, 
I will not quote from it further, only observing that I regret not being 
permitted to read a few sentences in addition, which implicate one or 
more missionaries of this Board.' 

" What the extent of this matter would appear to be, if all the 
facts were brought to light, we cannot say, but the above, if it can 
be relied upon, is sufficiently awful to startle the religious world. 
Methodist ministers declaring that the time has not come to take a 
stand against adultery ! Meuiodist ministers administering the Lord's 
Supper to men who swear they will not marry the women with whom 
they cohabit ! Can any one tell in what century we live? Such » 
Gospel can never save the world." 
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V. BITTERNESS OP SPIKIT. 

tn second book, p. 65, we find the following : — 

''Among no body of men can be found, I presume, so much ill- 
will, jealousy, and bad feeling, as may be founci among the advocates 
of Univeisalism. They profess great love for all men ; and for each 
other, in a special manner. But it is needful to go behind the cur- 
tain, to become familiar with the character of this good- will which 
preachers bear to each other, and of the brotherly love found in their 
borders." \ 

Now is this reasonable or natural ? What is there in Uni- 
versalism to engender such a spirit ? It teaches that we have 
" all one Father," and that all men are brethren, included 
in the same plan of universal redemption, and heirs of the 
same blissful immortality. Can such a faith beget bitterness 
and ill-will to men ? But Mr. Smith was once a member of 
the Universalist ministry. He says that such a spirit per- 
vades their ranks, and how shall we prove the contrary? 
We will simply give the testimony of another renouncer of 
Universalism, of a different character from Mr. Smith, and 
who left our ministry under different circumstances, viz. : 
Rev. William Jackson. This gentleman was formerly a 
Methodist, and subsequently pastor of a Baptist church in 
Boston. He became interested in Universalism, left the 
Baptists and joined our ministry. He subsequently minis- 
tered to the Universalist society in Holliston, Mass., and the 
Second Universalist-Society in Providence, R. I. He finally 
published a book, called " The Christian's Legacy."- Some 
of our editors took exceptions to some doctrines advanced in 
this book, as not harmonizing, in some points, with the views 
generally entertained by Universalists. The author was 
somewhat sensitive to these criticisms, concluded that he did 
not sympathize sufficiently with our views to continue his 
ministry, and gave public notice accordingly. He left us 

Suietly and of his own accord, and not from necessity^ as did 
Ir. Smith. He afterwards published another book, in which 
he speaks of the Universalist ministers as follows : — 

'* To speak of them as I have found them, I must say, that, for 
good morals — acts of kindness — sodabihty — benevolence, and 
hospitality, I have never seen them excelled. Nor was I ever united 
with any body of ministers who treated me with so much kindness as 
they. And believe me, my reader, their kindness has caused me 
more uneasiness than their vidckedness. For when I contrasted their 
kindness to me, with the cmel treatment I everywhere met w^ from 
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Bome ministeTB of other denominations, and recollected that Christ had 
said, ' By their fruits ye shall know them,' I became bewildered, and 
had my mind perpetually on the rack, not knowing how to account 
for such strange inconsistencies ! And the only conclusion which I 
could arrive at was, that, * the Universalist ministers were wrong in 
theory, but right in practice, while those alluded to of other denom- 
inations were right in theory, but wrong in practice,^ Nor have I 
seen any cause, as yet, to depart from that conclusion/' — Man of 
Sorrows, pp. 406, 407. 

This testimony to the character of the Universalist minis- 
try, is from a more reliable source than the author of " Uni- 
versalism Examined, Renounced, Exposed," and still from 
one who had renounced and abandoned it. 

Again, p. 283, the author says : — 

'^ So far from creating love and good-will to men, UniversaliBia 
breathes nothing but bitter hostility and hatred to all who differ from 
its communion." 

And now turn to p. 83, and read as follows : — 

" Any Universalist preacher would gladly exchange with Ortho- 
dox ministers. And should a Universalist teacher decline an ex- 
change, his people would not sustain him." 

Thus this charge of sectarian bitterness and illiberality, is 
contradicted by Mr. Smith himself. We know that his testi- 
mony is not unimpeachable. Yet it may he taken against 
himself, as the confessions of a culprit are taken in a court 
of justice. And we assure the candid reader that the last 
quotation speaks the truth. 

In Mr. Smithes latest work, " Text-Book of Universalism," 
he devotes several pages to what he calls, a ^* Biography of 
its Founders." We do not deem it necessary to reply to all 
that this portion of his book contains. Some of it is a repe- 
tition of his other books, and much of it is unimportant if 
true. We shall, however, notice 'some of the most promi- 
nent inconsistencies and misrepresentations. 

JAMES RELLY. 

Page 11. — " Mr. Relly began Ids public ministry in London, not 
far from 1768. The character of his congregation, and the influence 
it must have exerted in the metropolis of the world, may be gathered 
from the following description from the pen of Mr. Murray : ' The 
house had formerly been occupied by Quakers ; there were no seats, 
save a few benches, and the pulpit was framed of a few rough boards 
over which no plane had ever passed. The audience corresponded 
with the house : ' i. e., it was as rough as the boards. Relly was a 
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mm ef ^erj oidinazy talents, of liimted edncatioa, and had rerj 
peraoeal influence. In the land of his birth and the field of his im- 
nolyhihoiB no one caa be found who has aaobalmed his meoawy. 
His name has peiished hooi aoiong men." 

Is this candid? Mr. Murray did not mtena to repie* 
sent, by his comparison, that Mr. Kelly's congregation was 
" rough," but humble. In this respect it was something like 
^e congregations that followed the Redeemer. Not many 
rich were called. " The common people heard him gladly." 
The author here appeals to the vanity of his readers to 
create prejudice. But no sober-minded, candid, humble 
Christian will think any more unfavorably of Universalism 
because of the apostolic poverty of its earlier advocates and 
believers. 

JOHN MURRAY. 

Our author labors, in his " Text-Book of Universalism," to 
make out Mr. Murray, a thief! It is worthy of note, how- 
ever, that lie gives no evidence on this point, save his own 
assertions. He says, p. 11 : — 

'^ At the age of elev^i years he began his career by stealing a boat 
and quitting ms home. He was pursued and brought back. In simi- 
lar feats he passed his youth." 

Mr. S. professes to take his account of Murray from Mur- 
ray's autobiography. I will here let the candid reader see 
Mr. Murray's own account of this affair of the boat, that he 
may compare it with the above. The incident occurred at 
Pill, England, when Murray was journeying with his father 
to Ireland. Murray was strolling about to see the place. 
He says : — 

" In the Bristol river the tide is extremely rapid : I stepped into a 
boat on the slip, and letting it loose, the force of the current almost 
instfmtly carried it off into the channel, and had it been ebb instead of 
Jlood tide, I must inevitably have gone out to sea, and most probably 
should never have been heard of more ; but the flood tide carried me 
with great rapidity up the river, and the only feax I experienced was 
from the effects of my father's indignation. The poor gentleman, 
with a niunber of compassionate individuals, was engaged until almost 
twelve o'clock, in searching the town, and the harbor, and had re- 
turned home reHnquishing every hope of my restoration. In the 
midst of the stream I found a large, flat-bottomed boat at anchor, to 
which, making fast the boat I was in, I consequently proceeded no 
fjaitbeur. At midnight, I heard voices on the side of the river, when, 
aaniestly impkM»ng their aid, uid offering a liberal reward, they camio 
in their boat, and, conveying me on shore, conducted me to my lodg- 
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ings ; but no lan^age can describe my dismay as I diew netr my 
faSier, who was mmiediately preparing to administer the deserved 
chastisement, when the benevolent hostess interposed, and in pity- 
moving accents exclaimed : ' Oh, for God's sake, let the poor blood 
alone; I warrant he has suffered enough already.' My father was 
softened, perhaps he was not displeased to find a pretence for mild- 
ness ; he gave me no correction for this offence ; he even treated me 
with unusual kindness. We were detained in Pill three weeks, 
wishing for a favorable wind ; three weeks more at Minehead, and 
three weeks at Milford Haven. Thus we were nine weeks in per- 
forming a passage, which is commonly made in forty-eight hours." — 
[Life of Murray y pp. 15, 16.] 

This is what Mr. Smith has called, "stealing a boat" — 
"quitting his home" — and being "pursued and brought 
back." The reader will see that it was a mere boyish indls* 
cretion^ with no intention of theft. 

Again, page 12. " Soon after his conversion to Universalism he 
was arrested for theft. ''^ 

This is a small mistake. The arrest was for debt instead 
'of theft. We have carefully examined Murray's Life, and 
find no arrest for theft. The arrest for debt is related in the 
" Life of Murray," p. 102. This might be considered, by a 
person of large conscientiousness, as rather an important 
alteration of the truth ; but it is not much for Mr. Smith. 

After expatiating upon the vices of Mr. Murray, our 
author concludes his biography with his usual consistency, 
in these words: (p. 13.) " At noon the wind changed, and 
this heaven-sent ambassador sailed out of Cranberry Inlet on 
Sabbath afternoon, as supercargo of a sloop, bound for New 
York." Only think, candid reader, a thief appointed super- 
cargo of a merchant vessel I The owners or officers of that 
vessel must have been the most short-sighted people in the 
world, except our author, whose settled habit of misrepre- 
sentation has so blunted his moral perception, that he is blind 
to his own contradictions. 

After these developments, it will be quite unnecessary to 
notice all Mr. Smith has said of Mr. Murray's immorality. 
His youth was somewhat wayward, but less so than that of 
many distinguished limitarian divines, such, for instance, as 
John Bunyan, author of the "Pilgrim's Progress." He 
further says, page 13 ; — ^ 

" From those personally acquainted with Mr. Murray, we learn 
that he was destitute of dignity and reverence in his publie ministry ; 
distinguished for low cunning, and foolish jesting in the pulpit ; as a 
man, securing little respect ^m those who knew him best," 
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And yet, this same tld^ and bla^gtuardj as our author 
represents him, was highly respected and beloved " by those 
who knew him best." And among his admirers and friends, 
were such men as John Adams, John Hancock, Generals 
Washington and Greene, and Col. Varnum, of the Revo- 
lution. 

In regard to the friendship of Adams for Murray, we quote 
the following from Murray's Biography: — 

" Mr. Murray proceeded to Cowes, upon the Isle of Wight, and 
from thence emoarking for America, commenced his voya^ with fair 
wind, which soon changing, they were under the necessity o£ drop- 
ping anchor in Portland h^bor, where they were long wind bound. 
His passage was uncommonly protracted ; but fortunatdy, the ])a»- 
sengers imited to give it every charm of whidi society is susceptible ; 
and, when we add, that our late respectable President, the Honorable 
John Adams, and lady, were of the number, the pleasures of the 
voyage will be nothing doubted. Books, music, and conversation, 
yaried the tedium of the passing weeks; nor was the preacher 
debarred the exercise of his sacred avocation ; Mr. Adams requested 
he would officiate as their teacher, every Sunday, and accordingly 
the ship's company and the passengers, were, upon this holy day, 
collected around him. His first subject was the third command- 
ment." [The third commandment is, ' Remember the Sabbath day, 
to keep it holy.'] '^ They united in their addresses to the thnme of 
grace, and in hymning the praises of their God. 

"Again reaching the shores of this New World, the voice of 
exoneration and of Freedom, bade him welcome ; and the glad accla- 
mations of joy resounded among his congratulating and most affec- 
tionate friends. A summons from the Governor to attend a select 
party at his house, met him on the day of his arrival, and every 
liberal mind partook the rational hilarity of the moment." — [-^t/e of 
Murray, pp. 204, 205.] 

Mr. Hancock was Governor of Massachusetts, and Murray 
was an intimate friend and frequent guest at his house, 
while he preached in Boston. 

When the army assembled in the neighborhood of Boston, 
at the recommendation of Greene and Varnum, Mr. Murray 
was appointed by Washington, as chaplain of Col. Vamum's 
regiment. The clergy generally waged the most bitter perse- 
cution against him ; but Washington, who seldom misjudged 
of character, knowing him personally, had confidence in his 
integrity and piety, and sustained him against all opposition. 
General Greene has given the following testimony to the 
character of Murray : — 

** Gamp at MmnLEBaooK, May 27, 1777. 
'^ This may certify, that Mr. John Moiray was appointed chsf^atii 
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to CoioDol Vamum's regiment, by his Excellency General Wftshing- 
ton, during the army's lying before Boston ; and during his (^Seiatinff 
in that capacity, his conduct was regulated by the laws of virtue and 
propriety. His actions were such as to make him respected as an 
honest man and a good Christian. He lived beloved, and left the 
army esteemed by all his connections and patrons. 

" Nathanael Greene, M, GeneraL^* 

• An original copy of this certificate is still in the hands of 
a gentleman in Cambridge, Mass. 

The following extract is made from a letter of General 
Greene to Mr. Murray : — 

*' Once more, on the close of the campaign, I am to annonnce to 
my dear friend, that I am still an inhabitant of this globe. We hare 
had a hard and bloody campaign, yet we ought rather to dwell upon 
the mercies we have received, than to repine because they are not 
greater. But man is a thankless creature ; yet you, dear Murray, 
know that the mercies of God are happily proportioned to our weak- 
ness. Retired to winter quarters, the social passions once more 
kindled into life. Love and friendship triumph over 'the heart, and 
the sweet pleasures of domestic happiness call to remembrance my 
once happy circle of friends, in which you, my dear sir, appear in 
the £rst rank. My friendship for you, is indeed of the warmest 
description. My attachment was not hastily formed, and it will not 
easily be relinquished. I early admired your talents ; your morals 
have earned my esteem ; and neither distance nor circumstances will 
diminish my affection." — [Life of Murray, pp. 236, 227.] 

Such was the regard in which the father of Universalism 
in America, was held by the fathers of our country. And 
yet Mr. Smith represents him " as a man, securing little 
respect from those who knew him best." 

The foUoi^ng is from the " History of Norwich, Connec- 
ticut," by Miss F. M. Caulkins. The authoress is a worthy- 
member of the Presbyterian church : — 

" In 1772, Mr. John Murray, the English Universalist, or * Great 
Promulgator,' as he styled himself, came to Norwich, beinff invited 
thither by Mr. Samuel Post, the near neighbor and friend of Mr. 
Reynolds. He preached a number of times to large audiences, and 
gained manyadmirers. From this period his visits to the place were 
frequent. The church in the town plot being in the charge of a 
committee of the society who were not members of the church, he 
waa allowed the free use of it. He also preached in the Episcopal 
church, under the charge of the Rev. Mr. Tyler, and held a public 
discussion with the Rev. Nathaniel Niles, in the Congregational 
church, at Chelsea. 

" Murray was a man of wit and humor ; fluent in speaking, with 
the manners of a gentleman. His social powers were highly es- 
t«emod in Noiwich, and though he built up no society, he left an 
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^Imndaned of sM sown, tke pradace of whidi migiii be traced 

thsDUgL the whole of that generatioa." 

The same History speaks of Mr. Winchester, as follows : — 

" At a later period, Mr. Winchester, who was bom in the yieinity 
of Norwich, oflen visited the place, and had many warm penonid 
friends, particularly in the First Society. The society Committee 
freely gave him the use of the meeting-house to preach in, and the 
same oourtesy was extended towards lum by Rev. Mr. Tyler. The 
persuasive eloquence of Mr. Winchester operated less, perhaps, in 
his favor than his imblemiahed life, and the aflfoetioDBte simpMcity 

of his manners Mr. Winehester died in Hartford, in 

1797.»' — ["f5,/ory of Norwich;' pp. 314, 315.] 

And the authoress might have added, had she known the 
facts, that bis funeral sermon was prononnced by Rev. Dr. 
Strong, of Hartford, who had long been his intimate friend, 
and who was strongly stispecte^f, by his Orthodox brethren, 
and knoum by some Universalists, to have been deeply tinc- 
tured, towards the close of his life, with the views of Mr. 
Winchester. In his funeral sermon he passed the highest 
eulogium upon Mr. W.'s Christian character and life. 

A correspondent of the • Christian Secretary,' a Baptist 
paper, published at Hartford, Conn., in speaking of the cele- 
brated Elder John Leland, thus bears testimony to the 
character of Mr. Winchester : — 

*' Leland, in the early part of his career, I have understood, was 
associated in itinerant ministerial labors with Elhanan Winchester, as 
a sort of protege, or son in the gospel, perhaps with Mr. Winchestes. 
This latter gentleman, as some of your elder readers are doubtless 
aware, was a preacher of a good deal celebrity in our denomination, 
(then but a handful compared to what we are now,) about the close 
of the Revolutionary war. Mr. Winchester afterward embraced the 
doetiine of the ultimate universal restoration of all men to holiness 
and happiness, and preached it with much zeal and considerable suc- 
cess for several years At the time Leland travelled with 

him, he was in good standing as an Orthodox Baptist, and was, I 
Suppose, in his palmy days as a preacher. I have been told that 
Leland was accustomed to say, in after years, that when he heard 
Winchester preach, he would feel that he could never himself, 
attempt to preach again in his life." 

Mr. Smith brings no charge against Mr. Winchester but 
that of "instability of character." And after the above 
testimony, it is unnecessary to notice further the unsup- 
ported assertions of M. Hale Smith, that slanderer of the 
living and the dead, in regard to those founders of Univer- 
salism in America, Murray and Winchester. The remmina 
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of Murray slumber at Mount Auburn, and a simple but 
beautiful monument has been erected to his memory. It is 
the resort of thousands of the pilgrims of mortality whose 
earthly journey ings are cheered by the joyful hopes which 
he unfolded. 

The moral characters of Messrs. Ballou and Balfouk, Mr. 
Smith does not particularly assail. And although, as usual, 
he misrepresents their religious history and their views, yet 
we shall not here notice these misrepresentations. 

His next attack is on Rev. Thomas Whittemore. We 
have already related the fact of his libel on Mr. Whittemore, 
in the manuscript of his " Text-Book of XJniversalism." As 
it appears in print, however, he lays no charge to Mr. Whit- 
temore save that of avarice. He says, page 24 : " Mr. W.'s 
all-engrossing passion is the love of money, and his zeal for 
Universalism is made conducive to this, with him, great end 
of life." And he here repeats, for the third time, an improb- 
able story in illustration of his charge. As -he has never 
given any evidence of its truth, and as he has in another 
case, written and publicly spoken of Mr. W., in terms of 
slander, indictable at law, we shall not 'take time and space 
either to repeat or contradict this story. 

In regard to Mr. Whittemore 's love of money, we have 
only to say, that he has a family of eight children to pro- 
vide for and educate. His habits have been those of great 
industry, integrity, and prudence. We are glad that by his 
abilities and good, fortune, he has accumulated an easy com- 
petence for his large family. A few years since, Mr. Whit- 
temore and three other gentlemen offered, for the erection of 
a Universalist Theological Seminary, each one thottsand 
doUurs, 

We have not noticed every item of accusation our author 
brings against Universalist ministers. But when we have 
disproved one or two charges against an individual, and 
given ample testimony in favor of that individual's general 
worth, as in the case of Murray, this we deem sufficient, 
especially when we add to these considerations, the credi- 
bility of the accuser. 

Mr. Smith, it will be perceived, by those who have read 
his books, makes no attempt to convict the Universalist 
ministry of that vice, which, from its recent alarming preva- 
lence among the Orthodox clergy, has been called "the 
ministerial vice." 

We have thus shown, to the satisfaction of all candid 
minds, we trust, that Mr. Smith's attacks upon the Univer- 
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salist ministry, as a body, are unjust, deceptive, and unsus- 
tained by facts. And now should we turn and derote a 
chapter to the delineation of Orthodox ministerial character, 
taking for evidence the cases of clerical delinouency which 
have transpired among them since the days of Murray, what 
a chapter could we present ! This, however, might be in- 
vidious, and bear the appearance of retaliation. 
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CHAPTER IT. 

MORAL TENDENCY OF UNIVERSALISM.— CHARACTER OP 

UNIVERSALIST CHURCHES, SOCIETIES, AND BELIEVERS 

OP THE DOCTRINE, IN GENERAL. 

But we desire to hear of thee what thou thinkest ; for as concerning this 
sect, we know that everywhere it is spoken against. Acts xzviii. 22. 

The words of Scripture, quoted at the head of this chap- 
ter, were spoken by Paul to some candid members of the 
Jewish church at Rome. And we have thought that all the 
candid of the Orthodox churches, after reading Mr. Smith's 
writings against Universalists, would feel the force and ap- 
plicability of the passage, in regard to perusing this " Review," 
especially this chapter. Mr. S. has devoted a large portion 
of his books to a consideration of the subject now under re- 
view, and his statements demand our attention. We shall 
not notice every item of scandal he has compiled, but shall 
attend only to the more important. And when he makes a 
statement without evidence, or any features of authenticity, 
such as place, date, name, &c., we shall feel at perfect liberty 
to pass it unnoticed, or to notice it, as deemed expedient. 
We notice, in the first place, 

THE MORAL TENDENCY OF MB. SMITH's LABORS AS A UNIVER- 
SALIST MINISTER. 

The fruits of his ministry with us, according to his own 
account, were far from being what might be expected from 
the truth when preached ivi3i sincerity and piety. He, says, 
pp. 10-11 : — 

'* At the very outset, I was mortiiied at the results of my ministry, 
and pained with what I saw in those who were the loudest in their 
professions of regard for * the blessed doctrine,' as Universalism was 
usually called. 1 saw none of that reform which I expected would 
attend my preaching ; no moral reformation, though none needed it 
more than my personal friends ; no change for the better, though I 
saw many changes for the worse. Indeed, the practical tendencies 
of my preaching were not what I had expected to see. They were 
not what I saw attending the preaching of the eospel in the very 
vicinity in which I labored. I was prai^ in ^e bar-rooms, and my 
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health diank in alaiost every tavern m the eeonty. On the Sabbath, 
my congregation came direct firom the tavern to my meeting, and 
went as directly back to the tavern after the meeting. The inter- 
mission was usually passed in discussing the merits of the sermon, 
not always in the most decorous terms ; and in drinking my health, 
with their best wishes for my successful vindication of the salvation 
of all men. These meetings were a source of no mean profit to tav- 
ern-keepers in both towns in which I preached ; and one of them, 
though not a Universalist, avowed himself to be ' a Uberal man,' and 
contributed something to keep our meetings along." 

Mr. S. here says, " I saw none of that reform which I ex" 
pected would attend my preaching." " The practical tenden- 
cies of my preaching were not what I expected to see." And 
yet, on page 223, of the same work, after describing what he 
considers the practical fruits of the true gospel, he says, 
" XJniversalism is not attended with them. They are not 
expected; in many cases, I presume, they are not desired." 

Now if good practical fruits " are not expected " from the 
preaching of Universalism, how was Mr. S. disappointed in 
the effects of his labors ? Or did he expect and desire more 
from XJniversalism than other ministers of the faith, whose 
lives were purer than his ? Here is a contradiction, quite 
characteristic of the author. 

When the writer of this, commenced the Universalist min- 
istry, he sincerely desired and "carpecfcrf" to see fruits of re- 
form and social elevation attend his ministry ; and he has 
never been disappointed, although he has labored twelve 
years, in communities of varied population, in agricultural 
neighborhoods, in a large manufacturing town, and in com- 
mercial cities. But he did not preach " in the face of evi- 
dence " and against his own convictions, as Mr. S. says he 
did. Neither did he " preach for money," without regard to 
usefulness. 

This state of things which our author describes, if it really 
existed, arose, undoubtedly, from the peculiar character of 
the preacher. We have known similar cases among the 
Orthodox. There was the celebrated Hooper Cummings, 
who preached, some years since, in Albany. He was a 
very eloquent, but an intemperate and vicious man. Yet a 
congregation rallied around him, and supported him, in the 
midst of his known vices. He preached sound Orthodoxy 
all the time. He once remarked that " The wrath of God 
dipped the sword of Divine justice into the bosom of his own 
Son, up to the hilt." The class of men who sustained Mr. 
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Cammings were attracted by his x)ecaiiar maimer. His min« 
istry produced no good, but brought reproach upon the cause 
he labored to sustain. He had the sympathies of the loose 
and irreligious. So with Mr. Smith. 

Mr. Smith dates this state of things, 1829. (See p. 10.) 
At that time, the writer of this " Review" resided in Oneida 
county, New York, and used to attend a Presbyterian meet- 
ing. At noon, a great portion of the male part of the con- 
gregation were accustomed to go to the hotels where intoxi- 
cating drinks were sold, fill the bar-rooms and piazzas, and 
Sunday was a profitable day for the tavern-keepers. I have 
known tavern-keepers, at a later date than 1829, offer liber- 
ally to erect meeting-houses near their premises. And it 
would matter but little what denomination was to occupy 
them. These men are not very sectarian. They generally 
favor the sects that worship nearest to their houses. A Uni- 
versalist church was erected near a hotel, by the influence of 
the host, some years since, in Schoharie county, N. Y. A 
short time before its completion, the writer made an appoint- 
ment to preach in the school-house in the neighborhood. On 
arriving at the spot, and finding that the tavern-keeper had 
taken the responsibility to remove the meeting to his nail, on 
account of better accommodation for a large audience, the 
preacher discoursed with much plainness of " righteousness, 
temperance and judgment speedily to come," (as the original 
of Acts 24 : 25, imports.) He did not hear his health drunk, 
at the close of the sermon. But the wife of an intemperate 
man came forward, and desired him to christen her child, as 
she wished to bring it up in the nurture and admonition of 
the Lord ; and the service was performed. In the morning 
the host was very unsociable, and we have heard that he was 
very much disaffected towards the Universalists, who were 
weU pleased with the services. If Mr. S. tells the truth in 
regard to the tendency of his preaching, the fault lay, not in 
the doctrine, but irt the minister and his mode of preaching. 

The writer says again, p. 12 : - 

^' One uniform tendency accompanied UniverSalism in all places. 
One class of men hailed the doctrine, and wished the preacher abun- 
dant sttcoess. Wheneyer called to preach in a place which I had 
never visited, I knew what the character of my congregation would 
be before I saw it. Oflen have I been complimented with oaths ; 
heard the scoffer and the vile hope the good work would go on ; and 
been wished success in language too foul and offensive to be re- 
peated," 
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And again, p. 17 : — 

^^ One iaict that tranfipixed among otken, made rae very oDhappy. 
On Sabbath evemngs my chujch was usually crowded with young 
men. Many «f these would leave the bar-rooms and diamHBhops in 
the vidnity of my meeting-house, attend my lecture, and then rotiro 
again, at its dose, to those places of infamy, and there pass nearly 
the whole night. They would drink my health, and praise me and 
iaj sermons in the awful wozds of profaneness and blasphemy.'' 

This was in Hartford. And again, pp. 19-20 : — 

" I have often noticed the character of those who came to hear me 
preach as I went from place to place. After preaching, I most go 
to a tavern, as there was nowhere else to go, and my hearers woiud 
fill up the bar-room, and begin to talk loud, and I could not avoid 
overhearing them. Tliey would say, ' He is a damned smart fellow; 
he preached a hell ofti goad sermon,^ " 

Where did these young men learn this language ? Mr. S. 
did not preach damnatien nor was there any keU in his ser- 
mons, according to his own account ; — certainly none in the 
Orthodox sense. And it is evident that these young rowdies 
could not have been brought up in Universalist families. 
Such language originates in the meology ef Orthodoxy. No 
candid man will deny this. 

This state of things seems to be peculiar to the fields of Mr, 
Smith's labors ; and it follows him in his present sphere, as 
an Orthodox minister, as well as when he preached Univer- 
salism. He was settled over a Congregational society in 
Nashua, N. H. Among his hearers and supporters there, 
were many of the most loose and profane young men in the 
town. One of the leading memb^ of Mr. Smith's congre- 
gation in Nashua, was one of the most profane men in the 
place. He owned and leased one of the vilest resorts of 
drunkenness in the town, sold rum himself, and used to de- 
fend Mr. Smith and swear about the Universalists. When 
an attempt was made to abolish capital punishment in New 
Hampsliire, taking his cue from his minister, in his Thanks- 
giving sermon, he called it ** a damned Universalist move- 
ment," 

The truth is, there is a lightness, a flippancy and worldli- 
ness in Mr. Smith's appearance and manners that suit this 
class of young men. And this has* in no wise abated, but 
rather increased, since he professed to have been supernatur- 
ally converted, and joined the Orthodox. And this fact will 
account for all that our author has said of the state of moni]^ 
among those with whom he labored. 
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On pp. 264-265, is the foUowiDg story : — 

" A clergyman who was settled in the western part of the State 
of New York, who has since renounced Universalism, related to me 
the following, as a leaf from the book of his experience : — 

*' Riding one day, he was overtaken by a storm, and compelled to 
take refuge in the first house that he saw. It proved to be a small 
tavern. The bar-room was crowded, and the usual amount of swear- 
ing, gaming, and drinking was going on. He seated himself by the 
lire to dry his clothes. He was soon recognized by one who had 

* had the pleasure to hear him preach.* A conversation began, and 
Universalism was defended to the satisfaction of all parties. Imme- 
diately in front of the minister sat a man who gave him undivided 
attention. He was a large man, bloated with intemperance, with a 
look indicating sottishness and an acquaintance with vice. At the 
close of the argument, he brought his hands together, exclaiming, 

* Grood ! Landlord, bring us another horn. ' The effect of that scene 
never left the preacher, Su he lefl Universalism.'' 

There is no name here given. The story may be true or 
false. Suppose it true, it proves no more against the moral 
tendency of Universalism, than the same plaudit, from a simi- 
lar source, on the other side, would prove against the moral 
tendency of the opposite doctrine. At the close of a public 
discussion between an Orthodox and a Universalist clergy- 
man, where all classes are assembled, you may hear wicked 
and profane men arguing the matter over, some on one side 
and some on the other. But generally there will be six to 
one of this class, against the doctrine of universal salvation. 
There are two reasons for this. One is, the doctrine of end- 
less misery has been longer established in the community and 
a majority have been taught to believe it in childhood. The 
other reason is, that the sin-hardened heart loves cruel penal- 
ties. When the popular vote was taken in New Hampshire, 
on the abolishment of capital punishment, the vilest men in 
the large towns, and those most likely to be hung, voted in 
favor of the gallows. 

In Fort Plain, N. Y., we knew an intemperate man who 
was a member of the Methodist persuasion. He used to get 
intoxicated ; and when he got sober, and sometimes when not 
quite sober, he would manifest great penitence, make confes- 
sions and promise amendment. At one time he lay in a state 
of intoxication beside the road. A young man passing, and 
knowing him to be a violent opposer of Universalism, said to 
him, " Skinner has renounced Universalism;" — referring to 
Kev. D. Skinner, editor of the Universalist paper at Utica. 
The miserable man rolled over, clasped his hands, and ex^ 
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dakaed, io the thi<^med diaket of intoncatlon, '^Okry to 
God ! g^(»7 to God ! '* JM this prore the UcentiouB teadcsM^ 
of Methodism ? 

On p. 27(1, is the following account : — 

*^ In the year 1839, 1 was invited to preach in the town of Lee, 
New Hampshire. The Sabbath was very pleasant, and a great eon- 
course of people attended meeting. At the close of the morning 
service, we afl went to the tayem. During the intermission, the 
bar-room was full, and the incessant sound of the toddy-stick an- 
nounced to me that the waiter was constantly employed. The 
weather being warm, and the doors all open, I could hear the dis- 
cussion of the merits of the sermon, and the conunendations, mingled 
with oaths, which they bestowed upon the preacher. AU were not 
thus employed. Some were trading horses ; some betting on the 
relative speed of their animals, and threatening to test the matter 
when meeting should be done. At the close of the meeting^ a scene, 
occurred that I cannot represent. It seemed like the breaking up of 
some military review, oo much cursing and swearing, rude an^ 
vulgar jesting, horse-racing and running, that my pen can do ^^e 
towards describing it. I turned from iJie whole spectacle sick a>^ 
heart ; ashamed, mortified, and alarmed, that I was the preacher of 
a doctrine which called such a collection and such characters together. 
I resolved to do no more to sustain such a gathering. Nor were my 
feelinffs soothed by a knowledge of the fact, that the iandloid had 
contiiButed h^ gdy to defray the expenses of my visit. And he wnm 
xsady to do the same thing again wh^uever I would visit ^ J^llP^ 
It was the best day he had seen for a year." 

This is certainly a jnelancholy picture. Yet, judging from 
what the author says of his views und motives in pursuing 
the work of the ministry, we are not inclined to dispojte its 
accurajcy. And the reviewer will be excused for the seeoung 
egotism, if he meets this account by a leaf from his own ex- 
perience. In the commencement of my mintstiy, I engaged 
to preach one Sunday in a month, for a year, in Otsego counf 
ty, N. Y. The church in which oar meetings were held, wa? 
a union church, the Universalist^ occupying it only a auaxiei 
of the time. The residue belonged to limitarians. It stood 
near a tavern, and die morals of the place were very bed. 
On Sunday, no matter what society occupied the house, a 
gang of tipplers would assemble. Tlie tavern-keeper ofki^ed 
me the freedom of his house, as he did the other ministers, 
but did not profess to be a Universalist. This I declined. 
And as soon as the state of things was developed to my mind, 
a eourse of practical preaching was aj^lied, which resulted in 
removing the UniversaUst meeting out of this Sodom, to« 
Mspectahle neighborhood, two milaa distant. The gtmna^ 
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UmTeraalists followed tlie preacher. The tipplers remained, 
as appendages to the meeting-house and the tavern. No 
Universalist meetings, we believe, have ever been held 
there since. Universalist worship never had been regularly 
held there ; but the place had grown up under the influence 
of the doctrine of no punishment in this world, and none 
in the future, for those who repent before death. Could we 
have held constant worship there, the place would have been 
redeemed. 

The author says, third book, p. 60 : — 

" I have recently visited the field of my early labors as a Univer- 
salist. My heart was pained with what I saw, nor could my eyes be 
refrained from tears. Many whom I knew fifteen years ago, and 
knew them as intelligent, moral, and promising men, are now mined. 
Many then in good business, are now without character ; and some, 
who then were in public life, chosen to fill places of trust and confi- 
dence, are now dissipated and sunk to the lowest point of disgrace." 

Very possible. The labors of a heartless, mercenary, and 
popularity-seeking minister, might naturally produce such 
fruit in any denomination. An irreligious or vicious minis- 
ter is the greatest curse to a community that can be con- 
ceived. He shakes public confidence in the integrity of the 
profession and in the reality and power of religion itself. 
We have in mind an illustration of this, in the case of an 
Orthodox minister. The following is cut from a paper pub- 
lished in Lowell, Massachusetts : — 

" REV. MR. STOWELL. 

" We learn from a friend who has recently visited Townsend, 
Mass., that the Rev. Mr. Stowell, (Partialist,) of that place, has 
recently been deposed from the ministry, for improper conduct with 
a young lady of his church, of highly respectable connexions ; and, 
previous to her intimacy with the Rev. scoundrel, of unimpeachable 
character. Her aged rather, on learning the disgrace that had fallen 
upon lus daughter, removed from the town, the scene of their woes, 
and shortly afrer ched of a broken heart." 

We know a young man who taught school in Townsend, 
during the winter after this afifair transpired. He says the 
morals of the youth were the most corrupt. Licentious 
intercourse was said to be common between the youth of the 
town; and they called it ^^ playing Stotoell" The young 
man was preparing for the Universalist ministry. This was 
not known when he was engaged; and when it was dis- 
covered that he was a UniversaUst, the conmiittee sent him 
word, requesting to be released from their contract, as his 



MORAL TENDjENCT OF ITIHYERSALISM, BTC. 143 

religioiis sentiments were objectionaMe to the people. The 
name of the teacher is Bradley, now Rev. C. A. Bradley, of 
West Haverhill, Mass. 

Again, second book, p. 243, the author says : — 

*^ Who) I resided in Hareriiil], a man joined my church. The 
next week he attended the amraal muster, and spent a large part of 
the day in gambling." 

This may have been so. If so, it was the effect, not of 
the doctrine preached, but of the spirit and deportment of 
the man. We have a letter from Haverhill, from Rev. M. 
Goodrich, from which we extract the following, in illustra- 
tion. It describes Mr. Smith's deportment at a Christmas 
service, and is given on the authority of Col. Harding, one 
of the oldest members of the Universalist societv in Haver- 
hill:— ^ 

'' The house was decorated, and an immense audience crammed 
the place. Col. H. sat near the pulpit, and being obliged to yacate 
his seat, finally sat in the pulpit with Uie preacher. After the sex^ 
mon was deHveied, and while the ehoir were singing, Mr. Smith put 
his head between Us hands and lowering them between his knees, 
busst out, < Ha, ha, ha ! a real jam ! ' The old gentleman was 
astounded at such levity." 

We repeat again, that the fruits which Mr. Smith repre- 
sents as following his labors in the Universalist ministry, if 
his account is true, grew not from the doctrine, but from the 
man and his mode of administering. And in proof of this, 
we will take his own admissions concerning his course in 
the ministry. He says, page 7 : — 

'* My earliest reeolleetions as to religion are identified with Univer- 
aalism. My first impressions upon m& subject are very dirtLnet at 
this hoar. I thought the gospel was designed simply to teach that 
men would not be damned ; that, however men diea, God would 
make all equally happy at death ; that the Bible, beside this, taught 
little else that was unportant or interesting, and, on the whole, was 
rather a doll book.** 

With such apprehensions he entered the ministry; and 
what other effects than those which he describes, could be 
expected ? Universalist ministers generally entertain higher 
views. They consider the Gospel as having a higher mis? 
sion than ** simply to teach that men would not be damned.'^ 
They consider that ^'^all Scripture is given by inspiration of 
Qodi and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correcfton, 
to inttruction. in righteousness ; that the man of Grod may 
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l^ thartmghly fitmished unto all good tewAv." H&d Mt. 

Smithi beem thus furnished, we nerer should hare seen such 
accounts as he gives of the fruits of his labors among* us. 
We are glad tiiat he has gone out from us, and hope he has 
left behind him no others like himself. 
Again, He says, p. 12 : — 

'* When I occasionally urged upon my hearers the daties of lifb, 
and lightly reproved their vices, I was told that such preaching was 
decidedly iUiheral, and very much like the Orthodox." 

It seems ftoiti this that he only " occasumally ** and " lightly 
reproved their vices." A man whose deportment called 
around him such classes of men as he admits he called, and 
whose preaching but " occasionally " and " lightly reproved 
their vices," could hot be expected to do good. And yet 
what a field for usefulness was presented him ! If he had 
possessed the grace and sincerity to " rebuke them sharply," 
as Paul commanded Titus, and to have done it frequently, 
the effect might have been salutary. Our own experience 
in the Universalist ministry, has been the reverse of Mr. 
Smith's ; and we think his case, if he has not very much 
caricatured it for effect, is a marked exception to our minis- 
try in general. 

Again, he says, p. 22 : — 

'' I had preached moie agaiiuit the fiiith of other seels than agaiut 
the sins of my own society." 

Such a course always has a bad effect. Such has been 
Mr. Smith's course in the Orthodox ministry, and its fruits 
have been ruinous to the spiritual prosperity of his people. 
Such is still the course of too many ministers of different 
denominations. Universalist ministers do not all pursue 
this course. Any man who follows Mr. Smith in this re- 
i^pect, will find the fruits as he describes. And if he has 
no powers of self-examination, and but a superficial under- 
standing of the Bible proofs of the doctrine he proclaims, he 
may, like Mr. Smith, suppose the effects of nis labors to 
arise from the doctrine, instead of his own injudicious course, 
and instead of changing his life, change his doctrine, as often 
as Mi*. Smith did. But he will find that the fruits will 
change but little without a change of spirit in the preacher. 
In many limitarian churches, especiedly in seasons of excite* 
ment, the preaching is difected more against the ^eiith of 
Universalists than against the sins, of limitorians. The eon- 
sequence is that limitarians ar£ led to imbibe a Pharisaic 
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spirit, and grow Temiss m watckiolness and duty. This is 
doubtless one leading cause of the dark catalogue of clerical 
adulterers among these denominations. Universalist minis- 
ters have, perhaps, erred, in iatmer times, on this point. 
They have been persecuted and kept in controversy, and 
this has, in some cases, created a polemical habit in the 
ministry. But they have discovered this error and aban- 
doned it. And now that we have begun to preach less 
against the faith of opposing sects, opposing sects are 
preaching and writing more against our faith. They seem 
waxing more hostile toward us, as we grow less hostile 
towards them. They are increasing in hostility, as the 
provocation ceases, and we are ceasing our hostihty, as the 
provocation mcreases. 

Had our aiuthor confined his remarks on the moral ten- 
dency of Universalism, to the effect of his own labors in our 
ministry, this chapter here might end. But he argues the 
immoral tendency of Universalism and the immoral charac- 
ter of its believers, in general. He says of Universalism, p. 
223: — 

<' Its great business is to allay fear. It comes to men recommend- 
ing itseS* as a system designed to remove all occasions of fear. It 
teaches that, while some systems 2>resent future woe, and alann the 
ungodly in prospect of being lust, this comes to say, ^ Be not alamed ; 
there is no eternal judgment ; you cannot be lost ; God will save all 
men ; take your ease, eat, drink, and be merry.' No preacher of 
this scheme of delusion has the question put to him by an aroused 
and startled conscience, ' What most I do to be saved ? ' " 

This is a misrepresentation. The ^^ great business" of 
Universalism, is not ** to allay fear," but to infuse the spirit 
of Divine Love. To those who are tortured with dark and 
erroneous views of God and of the future Ufe, it seeks, 
indeed, " to^llay fear." It says to such, as the Saviour's 
herald said to the shepherds, '* r ear not ; for behold, I bring 
you good tidings of great joy, which shall be to all people." 
And while it preaches no future general judgment or end- 
less misery, as the penalty of sin, it proclaims that there is 
*' a God that judgeth in the earthy — that " though hand join 
in hand, the widced shall not be unpunished." It teaches 
the wicked that their *^ judgment lingereth not and their 
damnation slumbereth not." And it is a settled maxim that 
the severity of punishment does less towards restraining vice, 
than its certainty and nearness. 

Ih arguing the congeniality of Universalism to the wickedi^ 

13 
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on pajg^e 260, he makes the following qaota^n kom ihm 
•Tjrumpet:' — 

" * Our confidence is in Grod. Sin is misery ; it is hell ; it is pun- 
ishment. But God can cleanse the foulest heart ; he can make the 
vilest clean. Though our sin is as scarlet, he will make it white as 
snow ; and though it be Hke crimson, it shall be like wool. So saith 
the Word. Neither death nor sin can have any dominion beyond 
the resurrection. God hath promised it. We depend on him. AU 
live unto God. " The lamp holds out to bum " forever, in his pres- 
ence ; and we rejoice in beheving he will do all things well.* " 

On this quotation he has the following remarks : — 

* * This is what the man wants to believe. But why does he not trust 
it ? He dares not. For, unless he denies the truths of the Bible, he 
feels and knows that such sentiments are false. And, though his 
lusts plead for them, and his sins urge him to take shelter beneath 
them, conscience gives him no rest till he escapes entirely iiom this 
refuge of lies. Far from creating devout habits in the impious, Uni- 
versalism breaks up those previously formed under the influence of an 
opposite belief." 

" This is what the man wants to believe." What? Why, 
that " sin is misery ; it is hell ; it is punishment." This is 
just what the wicked man does not believe. Did he reli- 
giously believe, as Universalists teach, that " sin is misery," 
and as the Psalmist found, when " the pains of hell gat hold 
upon" him, he would forsake his sins. But he further says, 
" Unless he denies the truths of the Bible, he feels and 
knows that such sentiments are false." What sentiments ? 
Why, that " God can cleanse the foulest heart ; he can make 
the vilest clean. Though our sin is as scarlet, he will make 
it white as snow ; and Qiough it be like crimson, it shall be 
like wool." Here our author wars, not with Universalism 
only, but with the Bible itself. He wars against the very 
language of the Bible, as may be seen by referring to Isaiah 
1 : 18. He objects to the sentiment that " neitMr death nor 
sin can have any dominion beyond the resurrection." And 
yet Jesus said, concerning the state of mankind in the resur- 
rection, that they " neither marry nor are given in marriage, 
neither can tiiey die any more ; for they are equal unto the 
angels." (Luke 20: 35, 36.) According to this, all bodily 
passions are to be abolished in the resurrection. And yet 
these sentiments, our author represents as being^^congenial 
to the vicious. He says, " his lusts plead for them " ! 

Again, p. 271, it is said of Universalist societies :*— 

*' They embrace the dissolute, the profane, the irreligious. They 
oontain no abiding religious principle. The doctrines embraced by 
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thsm do not produce lore to God and lorre lor xeligious tlungs. ney 
do not promote that desire to worship God^ wluch prompts men to 
make any sacrifice to sustain it." 

According to this, Universalists inake no sacrifice to sus- 
tain religious worship. And yet our author contends that 
our ministers preach for money ! Universalists often make 
greater sacrifices to erect a church and sustain their worship, 
than any other people in the same vicinity. Take, for in- 
stance, Worwich, Ct., where I now write. Here the first or- 
ganization of the Universalists, was in 1820. The Methodists 
organized here, in 1811. The Universalists have few among 
them possessed of worldly fortune ; yet they erected the best 
house of worship, at that time, in the city ; and the amount 
they now raise from the annual sale of the pews, for the sup- 
port of worship, is greater than the amount raised by the 
Methodists in the same city. 

Universalist as well as Orthodox congregations, embrace 
some of " the dissolute, the profane, the irreligious." And 
Mr. Smith knows that they also embrace many of the chaste, 
the reverential and the pious, — if indeed he is capable of ap- 
preciating such qualities. And where Universalists have en- 
joyed equal opportunities of regular worship, no candid man 
will deny that their religious growth is equal to that of any 
other oraer of Christians in the same community. 

" The doctrines embraced by them do not produce love to 
God ! " How is this ? If the doctrine that « God is love," 
that he is a Father, that " he first loved us " and will eventu- 
ally redeem and save us all from death and sin, will not "pro- 
duce love to God," what doctrine will ? Is it the doctrine that 
God hates the sinner and will torture him with endless burn- 
ings ? We appeal to the candid believer in endless punish- 
ment : Do yoii believe that if the Scriptures, on a more care- 
ful perusaljjnshould open to your mind that God will ultimately 
subdue and humble, forgive, restore and render holy and happy 
aU other sinners as well as yourself ^ you would love God me 
less ? And do you suppose that Mr. Smith now loves God 
more than when he believed (if he ever did believe) that he 
would save all men ? 

In the " Text-Book of Universalism," p. 48, we read of 
Universalists : — 

" The Catholics are not more ignorant of the Bible than they. 
The daily reading of the Bible for devotion and profit is not observed. 
They do not love the book ; as they fireqnmtly exfnmn it, ' The 
Trmnpet is Bible enough for them.' " 
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This is untrue. The writer has been a minister in the 
Universalist denomination as long as Mr. Smith was, and his 
labors and acquaintance have extended over a greater terri- 
tory than those of Mr. S. One half of that ministry has been 
spent in that portion of country where the ' Trumpet ' is ex- 
tensively circulated. Yet he has never heard the language, 
in a single instance, which our author says " they frequently 
express,'* that " The Trumpet is Bible enough for them." 
Neither do- we believe that Mr. S. ever heard such an ex- 
pression. No one accustomed to read the ' Trumpet,* would 
be likely to make such an expression ; for that paper has 
always inculcated the reading of the Scriptures, as do all Uni- 
versalist periodicals. They exhort their readers to " search 
the Scriptures daily whether these things are so." Univer- 
salists, too, generally understand the Scriptures better than 
believers in endless punishment. All who have been accus- 
tomed to converse with Universalists on doctrinal subjects, 
have found this true. They are not, perhaps, so formal in 
their Bible-reading. They do not stint themselves with a 
certain even or decimal number of chapters to. read on Sun- 
day, as a kind of Catholic penance or duty, to boast of after- 
wards. Neitlier do they compel their children to read the 
Bible, as a punishment for some offence, as we have known 
limitarians. But they read it cheerfully and understandingly. 
Universalists, in general, are also better acquainted with the 
commentaries of limitarian divines than are the believers in 
endless punishment themselves. Mr. S. is the first who ever 
accused Universalists of being ignorant of the Bible. 

Again, we read on the same page : — 

*' Men learn out in a short time, and having assured themselves 
there is no hell, care for little else in respect to religion." 

This is, perhaps, a general impression among our Orthodox 
brethren. They often assure us that did they believe there 
was no future endless hell, they would discard religion. And 
they ask with apparent gravity, " If Universalism is true, what 
is the use of preaching, or of religious worship?" This im- 

Eression arises from an erroneous education. The beast that 
as been broken to the lash and goaded on through life, will 
scarcely move without the lash. And it may be that those 
whose earliest religious impressions and their future religious 
characters have been formed entirely under the influence of 
religious fear, may think the only benefit of religious worship 
and experience, is to keep out hell. 

But Universalists think and feel differently. They labor 
to develop in their children, the element of religious love. 
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They would make men love God for his own lore and good- 
ness, and not from fear of his anger. And they worship God 
for the pleasure taken in the worship, and for the moral benefit 
derived from it. They hold that sin is to be avoided because 
of its own inherent evil, and virtue sought, for its own value. 
Religion is represented by the Saviour as a " pearl of great 
price." According to Mr. Smith's arguments, all it is good 
for, is, to buy off the divine justice and purchase a ransom from 
endless misery. Universalists esteem it for its own inherent 
value^ and regard it as a talisman against temptation, sin and 
sorrow. 

Again, the author says, third book, p. 69: — 

** The practical results of Universalism are summed up in a line : 
it makes men bad, and keeps them so, I have known men of good 
principles, educated in the fear of God, to embrace Umversalum ; 
and in six months after to have no scruples about working on the 
Sabbath ! It takes only a few months to break down die good hal»t8 
which have required years to form and establish. I have known a 
wife and a motiier to go to a Universalist meeting, at first with great 
reluctance, then feel a strong attachment to the system, and then on 
her death-bed exclaim, ' For Gtni's sake give me some more rum.' 
All this and more have I seen as fruits from this system. But never 
any good results from it have I known. It is only evil and that con* 
tinusJly." 

Mr. S. is the only man living, acquainted with Universal- 
ists, who would say this. And he himself has contradicted 
it in his second renunciation of Orthodoxy, in Salem, before 
an audience of thousands. ** But never any good results 
from it have I known. It is only evil and that continually." 

We are here tempted to give an item from our own minis- 
terial experience. We knew a man in the course of our min- 
istry, who had attained to over the age of forty, and had been 
for more than half of that time, and was still, a drunkard. 
He came on Sunday often into our meeting. He had an ex- 
cellent wife who always kept him tidy in personal appearance. 
We cultivated his acquaintance, and finding him possessed of 
good native intellect, considerable information, and an inter- 
esting family, became deeply interested in him. He continued 
his attendance on our worship, and is now a sober, respecta- 
ble citizen, and a deacon of the Universalist church in the 
town where he resides. He has been a prominent candidate 
for town office there, and served several years as President 
of the temperance society. Mr. Smith knows the individual 
to whom I refer, and knows the fact of his reformation and of 
his prominent connection with Universalism in the place where 
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Hr. S. pleached Orthodoxy, over two years. All this he knew 
when he penned the language now under review. May God 
forgive him. 

This is by no means a solitary instance. There are many 
scattered over the country who have been won from sin to 
piety by the impartilil love of God, as proclaimed by Univer- 
salists. And I know not better how to meet the assertion of 
Mr. S., that Universalism never reforms, than by referring to 
my own observations in the ministry, as he professes to have 
done. 

The following is extracted from a letter written by a lady to 
the writer of this " Review," and dated " Obford, N. H., Jan. 
4th, 1841 : »'— 

*' I shall ever look back to the time I lesided in Nashua, as a bright 
spot in my existence. I was before aware of the excellence of the 
gospel, but by your teaching, I trust I have been led to see its beauty 
and to feel its power, and I now feel most sensibly the loss of many 
of the privileges I there enjoyed.'' 

The following letter was directed to the writer of this, while 
pastor of the Universalist society in Troy, N. Y. : — 

" Troy, Jan. 13, 1839. 
* ' Dear Sir : — The object of my writing to you is to have my name 
added to the temperance list. I am a stranger to any of its members, 
therefore I thought this would be the most correct way. I have been 
to a number of temperance meetings in this city, but never before 
was inclined to join. I thought that I could be temperate and drink 
a little occasionally. But I find that by drinking a little, I want a 
little more, and it leads me into company that does not benefit me. 
For ten years past I have been in a habit of drinking more or less, 
and have often resolved to leave it off and as often have taken it up 
again, because I had not pledged myself. I am sure it has been much 
to my disadvantage. I heard you lecture on the subject with much 
pleasure. I have oflen been to the Universalist meetings in this 
place. I attended the church in Ferry street for six months very 
regular while Rev. Mr. Whittemore preached there. I heard him 
preach his farewell sermon to his society with feelings that I cannot 
here express. I have often wished that I was a Christian, but I do 
not think a man can be a Christian and make a practice of taking his 
glass regularly. I heard your discourse this evening with much sat- 
isfaction. I remain yours, most affectionately, 

" Samuel 6. Scoilay." 

Now a man like Mr. Smith, might pervert the import of 
this case. He might argue that it confirmed his statements, 
that XlDiversalism and intemperance go together. But the 
class for whom we write, the candid and charitable, will un- 
derstand it diflTelrently. They will here see a man, favorable 
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ki theory, to UniyersaHsm, bat not practkally religious. They 
will see this man desiring to be saved and have his feet fixed 
in the upward path. And they will see this work commenced, 
under the humble ministry of a Universalist. Many similar 
instances might be cited. 

And yet Mr. Smith says, of the fruits of his ministry, *' never 
any good results have Iknown." I presume that he might say 
the same of his ministry with the Congregationalists. While 
he preached in Nashua, there was what he called *a remvcd in 
his church. Something like a dozen or fifteen new members 
were added. And we were informed, from an Orthodox 
source, that none of these, in telling their experiences, as- 
cribed their religious impressions to the ministry of Mr. 
Smith. The first case of conversion was a lady who dated 
her serious impressions from a period of confinement in a 
sick room. Others dated them under the ministry of Mr. 
Smith's predecessor. We have never heard of any person 
being converted from error or sin, by Mr. Smith's labors, as 
an Orthodox minister. All the good we have ever heard it 
said that he was doing, was, " in exposing Universaiism." 

In the same book, pp. 61-62, is the following: — 

" Li a town in Maine, evangelical truth has been preached for 
twenty years in one part ; and Universalism, for the same length of 
time, in the other. The town is divided bv a small stream. On the 
one side is religion ; upon the other Universalism. Twenty years 
ago the town was a moral waste. A minister was sent into one part 
as a missionary, and with the church there gathered he still resides. 
That moral waste has been redeemed. A large, liberal, and devoted 
church may there be found ; an academy, in a flourishing condition, 
with excellent schools, show that the pulpit and the school-house 
will ever stand side by side. The whole aspect of this part of the 
town is that of thrift and prosperity. This may be seen in the neat- 
ness and finish of the houses ; the order and culture of the farms ; 
the industry, civility and temperance of the people. On the other 
side of the stream, UniversaHsm has held imcontrolled sway for the 
same length of time. Nearly fifteen hundred sotds are directly or 
indirectly under its influence, with the exception of about sixty or 
seventy persons, who for a few years have attended an orthodox 
meeting. A moral waste Universalism found it. A moral waste it 
is still. The fruit of Universalism is read in the general desecration 
of the Sabbath, and neglect of public worship. A people able to 
support preaching, and to fill the largest house, hold meetings once 
or twice a year, and then few attend. The field is theirs. Why 
keep up even the outward respect for religion 1 You see the fruit of 
the system in the intemperance, the profaneness and rudeness of the 
people ; in the general neglect of edncation ; in the insubordination 
and the de]^ravitv of childhood, in the very appearance of the farms. 
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the hoases and the people. Thus m one town, side by side, sCand 
truth and error, with ^e practical lessons of twenty years' duration 
upon their brow ; and while the gospel, placed in circumstances the 
most adverse, has proved itself able to make the wilderness bud and 
bring forth fruit, proving itself the wisdom of God and the power of 
God to salvation ; Universaiism, in its practical workings, is all that 
its enemies have charged it with being. It is worse." 

What town is this ? Why not give this improbable tale 
the stamp of authenticity by naming the town ? Was it deli- 
cacy that prevented ? Mr. S. has named other places which 
he has scandalized even more than this nameless town in 
Maine, as Sandy Bay in Gloucester, for instance. 

We have written for information concerning this statement, 
to Rev. W. A. Drew, editor of the * Gospel Banner,' the organ 
of Universaiism in Maine, and who, we presume, is as well 
acquainted with the condition of Universaiism in that State, 
as any man living. The following is from his reply : — 

" I know not to what * town in Maine,' with a river dividing Or- 
thodoxy from Universaiism, he refers. I presume it has no ' local 
habitation nor a name.' Doubtless the whole story is a falsehood. 
I could tell oi facts in relation to the moral, rather the immoral influ- 
ence of partiaHsm in certain parts of some towns in Maine, compared, 
or contrasted, with the sober habits, good sense and benevolence of 
UniversaHst societies ; but this, perhaps, would be on the law of re- 
taliation, which is forbidden, you know, by our (Christian) reUgion." 

Thus it will be seen that this story is intangible, so far as 
regards any direct evidence. Let us now look at its internal 
improbability. How could the barrier of " a stream " form 
such a boundary to the influence of Orthodoxy? These 
people boast of their missionary zeal- Are there no ferries 
or bridges in Maine ? Or are our Orthodox missionaries like 
witches and sprites, that cannot pass a stream ? Certainly not. 
They " compass sea and land to make proselytes." And as 
the people on the Universalist side of this stream, " hold meet- 
ings only once or twice a year, and then only few attend," 
what an excellent opportunity for evangelizing this " moral 
waste," is afforded to the Orthodox across the river \ We 
wonder if the Universalist minister who officiates thus often 
in this town of , preaches for money? 

But the difference is so marked that it may be seen even 
" in the very appearance of the farms, the houses, and the 
people." We know that many of our Orthodox friends have 
a certain conventional, sectarian, personal appearance^ It is 
pretty well described by Steme : " With what an inflexible 
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sanctity of doportment he mistains himaatf as he advances ; 
— every line in his face writes abstinence; — every stride 
looks Hke a check upon his desires : see, I beseech you, how 
he is cloaked up with sermons, prayers, and sacraments; 
and so bemuffled with the externals of religion, that he has 
not a hand to spare for a worldly purpose;" — but I must 
break off this quotation here, for it waxes so much more 
applicable at the close, that it would, I fear, be invidious, 
universalists, on the contrary, have usually a cheerful and 
benign expression. 

But we are at loss to conjecture how these theological 
circumstances could so affect the agricultural and archi- 
tectural appearance of the two sides of the stream. We 
know not what may be the peculiarity of the soil in that 
region. We know very well that our Ortbodox brethren 
generally pay a most diligent regard to such carnal comforts 
as good houses and lands ; and perhaps the soil on their 
shore is naturally more fertile, which would produce also* 
the difference in the houses here described, as it would give 
them the advantage in resources. Whether the difference 
extends to the middle of the stream, or disappears at the 
margins, we do not learn. It would have been but a trifling 
embellishment, and would have detracted little from the 
probability of the account, in the minds of that class who 
are his particular admirers, if Mr. Smith had added, that the 
difference might be seen even in the clearness of the waters 
and the abundance, beauty, and deliciousness of the fish, on 
the evangelical side of this mythological river, — this Styx 
of Maine. 

We are informed that Mr. Smith has stated, in private 
conversation, tbat the town to which he has here alluded, is 
the town of Prospect, in Maine. And we are also informed 
by those who are competent to judge, that the statement is 
extravagantly untrue in relation to 3iat town. 

If we have seemed, in reviewing this item, to choose that 
one of the two opposite directions of the wise man, which it 
is the less judicious in general to follow, we hope some allow- 
ance will be made for 9ie ludicrousness of the tale. 

This fiction was originally related by its author in his 
desk in Nashua, one Sunday evening, after returning from a 
tour in Maine. He seemea, at that time, to be in an unu- 
sually hyperbolical state of mind. Among other things, he 
said that such crowds flocked around him, wherever he jour- 
neyed in Maine, that it became annoying. (Those only who 
know his shriiddng, unassuming £sposition, and peculiar 
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aversion to notoriety, will be able to appreciate his etiobar- 
rassment.) He said he tried to avoid these afflictions, by 
entering his name on registers of steamboats and hotels, 
simply as <* Mr. Sooth." But all in vain. Men would come 
to him and inquire if he were not "the celebrated Rev. M. 
Hale Smith," and he thus failed in his eflforts at conceal- 
ment. On one occasion, where he lectured, he said he was 
met by a delegation from a distant town, and solicited to go 
and lecture there. Being unable to comply, for waht of time, 
he was answered, that if he would only go and stand up in 
the pulpit, or in front of the meeting-house, ./S/tPeen mimUes, 
and let the people look at hirriy they would be perfectly sat- 
isfied. We ra^er presume that this delegation was from 
the pious side of that unknown river in that unnamed town. 
Mr. Smith's society in Nashua, were generally mortified at 
that evening's performance, and hung down their heads like 
bulrushes, in the meeting. Rev. J. W. Hanson was present ; 
and from him and other candid persons who attended, we 
received our information, at the time. 
On p. 67, of the same work, we read : — 

'* Let Christians realize the existence and the stapendons and fatal 
character of this evil, in tlie way of the world's conversion ; this 
* enemy of all righteousness, perverting the right way of the Lord,' 
and know that should it triumph it will turn New England, the moral] 
garden of the world, into arid waste, and make it like Sodom, the 
knd cursed and blighted by the Almighty." 

Is this prediction of the future, verified by the experience 
of the past ? Universalism is thoroughly established in New 
England. In Massachusetts, especially, its fruits have been 
for some-time ripening. There are in that Commonwealth, 
according to the * Register ' for 1846, one hundred and forty^ 
five Universalist societies, one hundred and eighteen meeting- 
houses, one hundred and thirty-eight preachers, and eight 
periodicals devoted to the cause. These must necessarily 
exert a marked infiuence on the state of society. And what 
is the social, moral, and religious character of Massachusetts ? 
Has it degenerated since liberal Christianity was planted 
there ? No man pretends it. It is still, in education and 
religion, in morals and social manners, the garden of New 
England, which Mr. Smith calls, " the moral garden of the 
world." Boston is the moral and intellectual emporium of 
the New World, notwithstanding it contains eight Univer- 
salist and a dozen Unitarian churches, in none of which the 
doctrine of endless hell torments is proclaimed. 
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Thus &r, we have noticed only such charges against the 
moral tendency of Univeisalism and the character of XJniyer- 
salists, as are of a vague and general character. We now 
proceed to consider those which are more specific. These 
are various, and we shall consider such as we deem neces- 
sary to a vindication, in the eyes of the candid. Among 
these specifications are, want of sincerity and decision, oppo- 
sition to practical preaching, disregard and violation of the 
Sabbath, neglect of prayer, neglect and abuse of the com- 
munion, neglect of education, opposition to revivals, dese- 
cration of meeting-houses, want of natural afiection, want of 
philanthropy, sympathy with crime, intemperance, profanity, 
and suicide^ We shall bring together and answer what he 
has said in various parts of his publications, bearing on each 
of these points. 

1. INSINCERITY AND INDECISION. 

That Mr. Smith should accuse Universalists of these 
faults, after acknowledging them in his own case, seems not 
unnatural. He says of Universalists, p. 66 : — 

'' They wish Universalism to be true; hope it is so, and try to 
believe it. Such attend upon preaching, to have their donbts re- 
moved. They will read Univerasdist papers, argue in defence of the 
system, and attempt, by pemoying doubts in the minds of others, to 
lemove their own." 

And yet he elsewhere represents them as so well assured, 
that they run into all manner of iniquity to shorten their 
days, and even commit suicide, to get to heaven. He says, 
third book, p. 59. " Those who are unfaitfaftil in their con- 
jugal relations, prefer that faith which bids them shorten 
the days of this life by lust, that they may the sooner be 
admitted to the paradise of God." Such contradictory state- 
ments serve one valuable purpose, — they save the reviewer 
much labor of refutation. 

He says again, pp. 275-6: — 

*' The declaration that all men will be saved must be made in every 
sermon. There is so much in the Bible, in reason and consdenoe, 
which teaches ^e contrary, that an argument does not retain its hold 
more than a week. It must be repeated again and again. And then 
it does not satisfy the mind." 

We have known many Universalists who lived isolated, in 
neighborhoods far from any established Universalist meet- 
ing, and who stood firm in the faith of a world's salvation, 
not hearing a sermon on the subject for years, and sur- 
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rdiinded,at times, by the most violent limitarian excitements. 
Indeed, Mr. Smith, on p. 289, quotes from another writer, 
the following, concerning certain societies of Universalists : 
" For the first year they may have preaching one third of the 
timey for the second year a qtuxrter, for the third, 07i£ sixth, 
and in four or five years they have no preaching at all. Or 
perhaps they may have a day or two in a year, if a person 
happens to come along and offer his services." Now we do 
not admit the truth of this last quotation. We give it only 
to show the contradictory character of our author's charges. 
If Universalist societies exist with only " a day or two in a 
year" of preaching, it cannot be true that "an argument 
does not retain its hold more than a week." According to 
this charge, Universalists must, of course, be very constant 
in their attendance on divine service. And yet our author 
represents them as seldom attending on preaching, even 
where they have meetings every Sabbath. Such contra- 
dictions never occur in the writings of candid and truthful 
men. 

On pp. 276-7, he says : — 

** Many confinned Universalists are afiraid of the infhience of Uni- 
veisalism upon their families. Many will not bring up their children 
under its preaching. Parents, when they send their children away 
to school, in a town in which there is a Universalist society, often 
order them to attend another meeting. And I am acquainted with 
families, in Boston, Salem, Hartford, and many other places, which 
have left Universalist meetings on account of their children. They 
profess still to be firm believers in the salvation of all, but, when 
asked why they do not hear the doctrine preached, will reply, * Our 
children are old enough to understand, and we prefer to have them 
under a different influence;' thus presenting the singular fact« that 
they are willing to trust their endless destiny on a foundation insuffi- 
cient to secure the temporal welfare of their children." 

This is manifestly untrue. How could an individual be- 
lieve that universal salvation was revealed of God, and still 
think its moral influence unsafe in the education of his chil- 
dren ? The idea is absurd. Our author may have known 
some " in Boston, Salem, and Hartford," who professed to 
believe in Universalism, and who wished their children to 
attend a Unitarian or an Episcopalian meeting, because they 
would gain more wealthy or more fashionable associates. 
To the vain and shallow of principle, there were such in- 
ducements a few years ago. This state of things may still 
exist in Hartford, and we believe it has operated there to 
some small extent. But in Boston and Salem, we suspect 
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tke day has passed when Universalists hare much to gain, 
even in a selfish and worldly point of view, by thus compro- 
mising their religious honesty. ^ 

On pp. 386-7, the Universalists are represented as saying, 
hypocritically : — 

'^ One thing remains to be done. Let us be like the Orthodox. 
We will have reyiyals, prayer meetings, and baptisms. We will 
avouch that our opposition was misunderstood. We will invite 
Christians to help us, to come down and meet, us, assuring them that 
Christian union is a most dehghtful thing." 

Now Universalists have had meetings for prayer, and bap- 
tisms, more or less, from the origin of the denomination. 
There has been a regular weekly meeting for prayer and 
exhortation, held in the vestry of the First Universalist 
church in Boston, for sixty years. True, such meetings 
have been increasing among us as we increased in numbers, 
light and zeal. But no Universalist has ever urged atten- 
tion to them for the sake of being "like the Orthodox." 
These meetings have sometimes been opposed by some of 
our ministers, when they waxed warm and enthusiastic in 
their character, lest they should grow fanatical and be too 
much " like the Orthodox." But these prejudices, we are ^ 
glad to Say, are also wearing away. And the candid reader ' 
may rest assured that there is no great ambition among the 
Universalists to be much " like the Orthodox." 

The same may be said of baptism. Rev. N. Stacy, a ven- 
erable Universalist preacher, in his autobiography, says : — 

" In the years 1817>18, there was one of the most extraordinary 
excitements on the subject of religion, (or revivals, as it is generally 
called,) in this region of country, that I ever witnessed in our denom- 
ination, or, indeed, in any other. It commenced in our society in 
Hamilton, in the fall of 1817, without any extraordinary efibrt on 
my part, or of any other individual within the compass of my knowl- 
ec^e, and extended to the neighboring towns ; and, indeed, it was 
felt through the whole denomination in all the societies, in a greater 
or less degree, in all this section of country. 

"From my earliest settlement in Hamilton, we had been in the 
habit of holding social conferences as often as once or twice a week, 
during the season when evenings were of sufficient length to make it 
convenient for us, for discussing particular subjects and passages of 
Scripture, for exhortation, prayer, <&c. Inunediately alter commenc- 
ing our conferences in the &11 above alluded to, our friends fiodced 
to our meetings in unusual numbers, and a peculiar interest was 
manifested. The spirit was felt by other denominations ; and the 
PresbjTterians, Baptists, and MethocQsts, united with us, — and for a 
season the middle walls of partition were prostrated. * Mr. Stacy,* 
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Baid a venerable Baptist preacher to me, ' we are all bretfaxen now ;' 
and he then felt it. This resulted in the addition of between six^ 
and seventy members to our church, forty of whom received water 
baptism." — [See * Trumpet,' vol. xix., p. 49.] 

But is it candid in our Orthodox brethren, to accuse us of 
imitating them and censure us for adopting such measures 
as they approve? Is this the spirit of Christian charity? 
By the exercise of the same spirit, how easily might we 
accuse the Presbyterians and Congregationalists of borrow- 
ing their measures from the Methodists. A quarter of a 
century ago, these sects despised the Methodist hymns and 
tunes. Now they may be heard in all their revival meet- 
ings. If these measures are good, they ought to rejoice to 
see Universalists adopting them. 

This spirit exercised towards Universalists, is too much 
like the man who, going home intoxicated, was trying to find 
some excuse for quarrelling with his wife. " If she has 
gone to bed," said he, "that shall be it. What right has 
she to go to bed till I get home ? And if she has not gone to 
bed, that shall be it. What business has she to be sitting up, 
burning out wood and lights, all night ? " So say our Or- 
thodox brethren. Where we do not hold social meetings 
and attend to the ordinances, they say we are irreligious and 
infidel. And where these things are attended to^they accuse 
us of Imitating them, as if they originated these things, and 
had taken out a patent for them. Brethren, learn candor 
and liberality. John once said to Jesus, "Master, we saw 
one casting out devils in thy name ; and we forbade him 
because he followeth not us." This spirit was rebuked 
by Jesus, and it should be eschewed by all Christians. 
" John came neither eating nor drinking ; and they say, He 
hath a devil. The Son of man came eating and drinking ; 
and they say. Behold a man gluttonous, and a wine-bibber, 
a friend of publicans and sinners. But Wisdom is justified 
of her children." 

On p. 385, our author thus accuses Universalists : " And 
as to baptism, Universalists having no principle in the mat- 
ter, they will immerse or sprinkle, or do neither, as the case 
may demand." So do Methodists " immerse or sprinkle, — 
as the case may demand." Is this because they have "no 
principle in the matter?" And the Orthodox Congrega- 
tionalist ministers, though they do not often themselves 
immerse, frequently get Baptist ministers to immerse their 
candidates for church membership, who think immersion the 
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gettuine fonn of baptism, and still wish to join Gongiega- 
tional churches. This has been done in Nashua, and else- 
where. Thus Congregationalists can recognize different 
forms of baptism, " as the case may demand," as well as 
Methodists and Universalists. 

n. OPPOSITION TO PRACTICAL PREACHING. 

On p. 63, the author says of TJniversalism : — 

" But the great purpose is to put down Orthodoxy. All preaching 
that gives satis&ction tends to this, and all effort is directed to this 
point. If a minister, in place of preaching against religion, preaches 
against the sins of his people, he is at once censured as having ' trav- 
elled out of tiie record.' " 

Again, p. 275: — 

" The great end of Universalist preaching is to prove that all mea 
will be saved, to show that the doctrines of the Orthodox are ab- 
surd," &c. 

Again, p. 276 : — 

''But let a minister preach plainly and frequently against pro- 
fanity, drunkenness, gaming, or any of the alarming sins of the aay , 
and he will at once be reproved. No society, that 1 ever knew, will 
bear such preaching. Indeed, to have something to talk about, men 
will endure a sermon once in a while rebuking their sins. But this 
must not be repeated too oflen. Universalists give their minister to 
understand distinctly that they do not come together for that purpose. 
They are united to put down Orthodoxy ; and as for hearing their 
preacher often rehnke and reprove them, they are not disposed to it. 
They can hear enough of such preaching at Orthodox meetings. 
During the latter part of my ministry as a Universalist, I was fre- 
quently censured, with oaths, because I did not preach Universalism 
enough ; but enforced too much the practical duties of life." 

Note the last sentence here quoted. This he says was 
"during the latter part of" his "ministry." Of course it 
must have been in Salem. He preached his last of Univer- 
salism there. And yet in his letter to that society, dated 
" Salem, March 27th, 1840," which is found in the first 
chapter of this " Review," he says, " The ground on which 
we are about to separate must not be misunderstood nor 
misrepresented. There is I believe no complaint against my 
ministerial or personal character , against my preaching, my 
doctrine, or my life. There is, I am happy to believe, a 
strong feeling of attachment and good will on your part 
towards me, as I am sure there is and always has been on 
my part towards you." Candid reader, "put that and this 
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together," and you will agree with me that no further 
ansjyer to this statement is necessary. Mr. Smith has the 
reputation with many, of being a very shrewd man. And 
yet, shrewd as he is, he sometimes " leaves the bars down" 
most unfortunately. He says, ''but let a minister preach 
plainly and frequently against profanity, drunkenness, gam- 
ing, or any of the alarming sins of the day, and he will at 
once be reproved. No society that I ever knew will bear 
such preaching." Now Mr. S., according to his own admis- 
sions, never made the experiment of preaching " plainly and 
frequently " against these vices. He says, (p. 12,) ." When 
I occasioTially urged upon my hearers the duties of life, and 
lightly reproved their vices, I was told that such preaching 
was decidedly illiberal," &c. Such timidity naturally en- 
courages opposition from the ungodly; whereas a uniform 
and independent course inspires respect and silences opposi- 
tion. 

In answer to the general charge of opposition to practical 
preaching, we remark that the most unpopular preachers 
among Universalists, generally, are those who are most vio- 
lent and denunciatory towards other denominations. And 
the most popular pastors among us are those whose course is 
the most practical and judicious. And by observation we 
have found that such men are the most siiccessful and ac- 
ceptable pastors among other denominations. Your fiery, 
denunciatory, uncharitable revilers of the faith and characters 
of all but their own sect, may be notoriozis as agitators ; but 
they are never successful or popular as pastors, for a series 
of years in the same location. Mr. Smith himself is an 
illustration of this fact. His first pastoral settlement with 
the Congregationalists lasted but two and a half years, and 
a majority of his society were against him when he was 
dismissed. - 

The works of Universalist authors are, many of them, 
almost purely practical. Peruse Adams' " Practical Hints to 
Universalists," Bacon's " Practical and Experimental Reli- 
gion," or any volume of the published discourses of Rev. 
Mr. Chapin. This gentleman is certainly one of the most 
popular preachers in the Universalist denomination. And 
the ' Boston Daily Mail,' a secular paper, in a long criticism 
on his character as a public speaker, says : — 

" Ab a citizen and philanthropist, Mr. Chapin deserves the highest 
praise. He is beloved, respected, and admired by more people than 
almost any other public man in this Commonwealth. There is also 
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one peculiarity in Mr. Chapin's pnlpit discoutses which does honor 
to his feeUngB as a man and a Christian. He evidently seekft to 
avoid those kernes of polemical discussion, which are calculated to 
wound the feelings or irritate the sensibilities of other denominations. 
Considering the cardinal points of religious belief to be well under- 
stood and settled in the minds of his hearers, he seeks not so much 
to make prosel3rtes to his particular faith, as to impress the hearts of 
his hearers with the purity, the dignity, the beauty of the gospel of 
Christ." --[*l?fli7y Mair of July 16, 1846.] 

It is sometimes said that Universalist periodicals are too 
generally controversial in their character, and that this be- 
speaks an unpractical taste in the denomination. Let the 
candid reader bear in mind that to every Universalist jour- 
nal, there are half a dozen limitarian journals, all attacking 
and misrepresenting Universalists. If our papers do not 
notice these attacks, it is construed into a plea of guilty. 
If all the attacks of these half dozen limitarian papers are 
noticed, it will necessarily give to the one Universalist paper 
rather a controversial tone. 

This characteristic of our journals, then, is not our fault, 
but the fault of our opposers. If they will cease to misrep- 
resent our views and vilify our character, we will bend the 
spear to a pruning-hook, and our papers shall lose their con- 
troversial and assume a more practical tone. But now, like 
the rebuilders of the Jewish temple, our preachers have to 
build the walls of Zion, every one with " his sword girded 
by his side." 

BI. DISREGARD AND VIOLATION OF THE SABBATH. 

On p. 238, it is said of Universalists : — 

'^They regard the Sabbath as an institution observed on the 
ffround of expediency, and not of divine appointment. To labor on 
Sie Sabbath would not, in their opinion, be sinful, though it might 
be improper. Journeys of pleasure are begun on the Sabbath. Secu- 
lar employments are engaged in by officers in Universalist churches, 
on the principle that the Sabbath is a human institution." 

Universalists do not regard the Christian Sabbath in the 
light of the legal dispensation. Jesus himself and his disci- 
ples were censured by the Jews in regard to the Sabbath, as 
harshly as Mr. Smith censures the Universalists. Jesus did 
not reenact the Mosaic statute which put to death the man 
who gathered a little fuel on that day. Neither would Uni- 
versalists xeenact the' Blue Laws of Connecticut. Yet they 
regard the Christian custom of abstaining from labor and at- 
• 14* 
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tending religious worship on the first day of the week, in 
commemoration of the Saviour's resurrection, as most salu- 
tary, and the whole ffeneral course of their ministry and press 
goes in favor of this institution. Mr. Smith says, " Journeys 
of pleasure are begun on the Sabbath." Not oftener by those 
who attend Universalist meetings than by those who attend 
others. There is too much pleasure -riding on Sunday, espe- 
cially by the young, in all our large towns and cities ; and 
Universalist ministers preach as warmly and as effectually 
against this practice, as the ministers of any other faith. We 
are quite confident that the youth of Universalist congrega- 
tions are as interested and regular in attending Sabbath 
worship and aiding in Sabbath schools, as those of any other 
sect of Christians. 

Dr. Beman, a distinguished Orthodox divine of Troy, N. 
Y., has often rebuked the merchants of his congregation for 
starting to New York on Sunday afternoons, to purchase 
goods, and for marking their goods on Sunday, to have them 
ready for sale on Monday. He has also rebuked the law- 
yers of his parish for staying in their offices and preparing 
their cases on Sunday, previous to the sessions of court. 
We have never known such practices to prevail, to any great 
extent, among Universalist congregations. 

Universalists believe that " the Sabbath was made for man 
and not man for the Sabbath," and that " it is lawful to do 
good on the Sabbath." Their rule is, we shovld do nothing 
but good upon the Sabbath^ and only such good as cannot so 
well be done on any other day. They are not, however, super- 
stitious nor camel-swallowing on the subject. And this con- 
stitutes the difierence between them and some other minis- 
ters. For instance, we have known an Orthodox minister, 
whose wife was sick. He made an exchange with a brother 
minister half a dozen miles distant, going on Saturday and 
returning on Monday. A Universalist minister, under the 
same circumstances j would have gone on Sunday morning 
and returned the same evening. The Orthodox minister 
would have censured the Universalist for disregard of the 
Sabbath, and Mr. Smith says that Universalism " destroys 
human affection." 

Mr. Smith once rode from North Chelmsford to Nashua, 
a distance of ten miles, after service on Sunday. He after- 
wards made a confession in his pulpit, with tears, it was said. 
He declared that this act of Sabbath-breaking gave him more 
pain than any other act of his life, except the preaching of 
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Vmversalism» He did not except writing the forged letter 
to Mr. Balch, slandering and belying the UniversalistB, rer- 
bally and in print, nor playing at ten-pins at Hampton Beach. 
*' Ye blind guideSi which strain at a gnat and swallow a 
camel." "We hope Universalists will never adopt this mod- 
ern Phariseeism. 

But he further says, pp. 238-9 : — 

" I have, on the Sabbath, passed, on my way to the church, from 
the house in which I now write, the workshop of one of the Univer- 
salist deacons in this place, and seen him engaged in painting wagon- 
wheels in the highway. And as I paused to k)ok at him, he seemed 
as httle discomposed as when handing around the wine to his feUow- 
communicants. ' ' 

When Mr. Smith states the truth, we shall never contra- 
dict him. We believe that this statement was true in <me 
instance* And yet Mr. S. gives it a false coloring. Does 
he not evidently intend to give the impression that this 
painting on Sunday was a frequent practice of the Univer- 
salist deacon? Let the candid reader again peruse his 
statement. This is an allusion to a Mr. Cutter, of Maiden, 
Mass. In preparing materials for this " Review," we applied 
to Rev. J. G. Adams, pastor of the Universalist society in 
that place, for information in regard to this statement, and 
also in regard to a statement made by a member of the Or- 
thodox congregation in Maiden, in a letter, that Mr. Smith 
owed and would not pay to a poor laboring megi in Maiden, 
two dollars. We here give Mr. Adams' answer in regard to 
both cases : — 

** I have just seen Bro. Cutter. He informs me that he had been 
making a drag for hauling stone — to run on thick trucks or hubs; 
and had worked verv late on it Saturday evening. It was to be used 
early Monday mommg. He wanted to give these four hubs a coat 
of paint to preserve them ; but it looked Ukely to rain on Saturday 
• sight, and he thought the paint might not get dry. Besides, he was 
alone then, and could not well paint them out of doors by aid of a 
lantern. Sunday morning it looked so much like being a fair day, 
that he painted the hubs — about fifteen minutes' work by daylight. 
While painting, M. H. Smith passed by, gazing at him, and he at 
Smith — neither intending, probably, to be looked out of countenance. 
This is the statement of Bro. Cutter. 

'* The other case, that of * poor Richard,' is the same now as it has 
been. Smith owes this laboring man two dollars. When he was 
here some time ago, Richard askeid him for it one Saturday afternoon. 
Smith told him he would pay him before leaving town. He tarried 
over the Sabbath, and early Monday morning routed up the stable- 
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keeper, took his carriage, and was off. Richard still wants his pay. 
You can make what use you please of these facts. Heaven prosper 
vou." 

Now we think that if Deacon Cutter did wrong in paint- 
ing the hubs on Sunday, Parson Smith did wrong in not 
paying Richard. We think, too, that Universalists gener- 
ally, would consider Mr. Smith's the greater wrong, and that 
our Orthodox brethren would as generally decide that Mr. 
Cutter was the greater sinner. We presume no Orthodox 
deacon would paint hubs on Sunday ; and we hope that no 
Universalist minister would defraud a poor laborer of two 
dollars. 

But our author continues, p. 239 ; — 

*' Nor are these opinions and practices peculiar to la3rmen. It is 
a fact of public notoriety, that the leading preachers in the Univeiy 
saJist connection are in the habit of passing the intermission of the 
Sabbath in selling books, settling accounts, and doing any business 
that falls in their way.'' 

We have sometimes known Universalist ministers to an- 
nounce their religious publications, on Sunday, much to the 
chagrin of the congregation. This, in New England, would 
meet the unanimous disapprobation of our people. In Penn- 
sylvania, it would probably be regarded with less attention, 
owing to the general state of public sentiment in the two sec- 
tions of country, of which Universalists partake in common 
with other orders. But even in New England, pews are 
rented and pew-rents paid and received on the Sabbath, in 
limitarian houses of worship. We think this practice has 
prevailed in some Congregationalist meetings, and we know 
that it has prevailed among Baptists. We assure the can- 
did reader that Universalists are not materially different in 
their views in regard to Sunday, from Methodists, Baptists, 
Episcopalians, and Unitarians. They are not so austere as 
the Presbyterians and Congregationalists, nor so latitudina- 
rian as the Quakers. 

IV. NEGLECT OF PRAYER. 

On pp. 227-8, the author says of Universalists : — 

** No minister of the sect whom I ever knew, maintains femily 
prayer. I have known many to ridicule the custom ; but no one to 
observe it. I have been often in the families of the principal advo- 
cates of Universalism, and passed the night. They have been at my 
house. I found no family devotions at their dwellings. They ex- 
pressed no surprise at not finding an altar at my fireside. That Uni- 
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^rer9a]i8t preacheis would pray in a fenuly if asked to do so, is most 
probable. Of this, of course, I do not speak. But the custom of 
regular, family prayer is not to be found in any preacher's family 
with which I ever had any acquaintance. I knew one man who askea 
a blessing at his table. But he did this only when he had company ; 
and was led to the practice by the remark of a friend, who told him 
he thought it looked strange for a minister to have no blessing craved 
at his table." 

In regard to the instance here mentioned, it demands no 
attention and admits of no reply, for the reason that no name 
or place is given. In regard to the general charge of prayer- 
lessness, it is untrue. If by " regular family prayer " the 
author means praying two or three times a day audibly, 
XJniversalist ministers do not all observe it. But many of 
them have stated and uniform seasons of family devotion. 
Some practise gathering their families once a week for 
special family prayer. Others read a chapter in the Scrip- 
tures and invoke the divine blessing every morning ; others 
every evening. Some practise this both night and morning, 
and some at every meed. They do not pray to boast of it, 
nor to be seen of men. They are well aware that mere ver- 
bal prayer is no sure evidence of piety; — that many "de- 
vour widows' houses and for a pretence make long prayers." 
They consider that genuine devotion lies in the attitude of 
hearty and is as acceptable when breathed in the closet or on 
the pillow, as when uttered aloud and in set phrase ; and 
that the principal benefit of audible devotion is to move the 
devotional emotions in the hearts of those that hear. And 
they pray in their families as often as they consider it bene- 
ficial, in this respect. Different individuals entertain differ- 
ent views on this point. Some think that great frequency 
of audible prayer produces monotony and robs the exercise 
of its interest. Others differ from this view. A book of 
" Family Prayer" has been published by Rev. O. A. Skinner, 
containing exercises adapted to various occasional seasons, 
as well as to ordinary family worship. This book has been 
extensively purchased and used by our laity. Others are 
anti-Episcopalian in their notions of prayer, and prefer the 
extemporaneous mode. 

In many XJniversalist societies, conference meetings are 
held, in wnich the laity take part, both in prayer and exhor- 
tation. We once knew a lodge of the order of Odd Fellows 
in which were members of various churches, including two 
deacons of the Baptist order. And in the absence of the 
chaplain, it was almost always opened with prayer by 
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some Universalist layman. Many of our laymen who are 
superintendents of our Sunday schools, open the school with 
prayer, sometimes extemporaneous and sometimes a form, 
from a Sunday school Manual used in our denomination. 

We have thus endeavored to give the candid reader a can- 
did view of the real state of things among us. The degree 
of devotion among us in any one society, depends, as among 
other orders, upon the opportunities enjoyed for religious 
worship and cultivation, the state of general religious society 
around, and the spirit of the pastor. TJniversalists have been 
much opposed, and consequently have been a controversial 
people. This is somewhat unfavorable to a fixed and quiet 
habit of devotion. But in those portions of country where 
our views are established and our denominational character 
more developed and matured, there is a growing devotion- 
ality of character. 

On p. 228, Mr. Smith says of his own practice, when a 
Universalist minister : — 

*' So far as my own custom was concerned, I neither read the Bible 
in my family, nor prayed with them. I did not feel it my duty to do 
80. I shovdd as soon have thought it my duty to turn my parlor into 
a Mahometan mosque, and gather my family together to see me per- 
form those ablutions which the religion of Mahomet requires, as to 
have engaged with them in family worship." 

In answer to this we will present the following, written by 
Mr. S. while in the Universalist ministry and published in 
1833, in reply to Mr. Robert Smith who had written against 
audible prayer : — 

** I will show my opinion of the utility of public and private prayer ; 
in submitting to this duty I do not glide down the current of popular 
prejudice, nor tamely follow the multitude to the violation of my own 
consciousness of duty, nor in the performance of it, have I yielded to 
the custom rather than follow the dictates of my own conscience — 1 
have yielded to it because I Jutoe the example of Christ and his apostles, 
and because I believe it both a duty and a privilege J'^ 

And of family prayer he also says : — 

'' Its benefit is the same as public. A family united in peace and 
love, which can at the close of day kneel around the social fireside, 
remember the Giver of all mercies, cast upon him all their care, is a 
happy family : and all who practise this will find something more 
consoling and grateful than the speculations of a cold, unfeeling phi- 
losophy, or the customs of a vain and arrogant priesthood. And fax 
distant, I trust, is that day, when I shall be ashamed to own my de- 
pendence, or refuse to bow in prayer for wisdom to direct." 
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If. Mr. S. tells the truth now, he was certainly a great 
hypocrite when he wrote the ahove. And we think the 
reader will now excuse us from any further notice of what 
our author has written on this point. 

V. NEGLECT AND ABUSE OF THE COMMUNION. 

We find the following story on p. 63 : — 

*' WhoB settled in Salem, I onoe attempted to persuade a member 
of my congregation to join the church. He declmed. I urged him 
to do so, on the ground that for many years he had been a professed 
Universalist, and, as such, belieyed that all had a lifirht to ooimnune. 
His reply was emphatic : * For me to join youi church would be 
carrying the joke a little too fax ! 
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This is a second-hand fiction. It was told several years ago 
by Rev. Mr. Knapp, and the scene was laid in Watertown, 
N. Y. It was told concerning a member of the Universal- 
ist society in that place, who was said to have made this very 
answer to Rev. P. Morse, pastor of the society. The story 
was published in the papers and promptly contradicted by 
Mr. Morse at the time. Mr. Knapp never attempted to sub- 
stantiate the [Statement. Mr. S. was then in the Universal- 
ist ministry, and undoubtedly saw the story and its contra- 
diction. 6ut supposing, perhaps, that it had been forgotten 
by that class for whom he labors, he has plagiarized the 
story, laying the scene in Salem. This is not the only pla- 
giarism Mr. S. has committed on Mr. Knapp. It would be 
a singular coincidence if one man in Watertown, N. Y., and 
another in Salem, Mass., should happen to use this same lan- 
guage. The story was shown' to be false in regard to Water- 
town. Mr. Smith's character for truth is no better than Mr. 
Knapp's. Both have been guilty of slander in the eye of 
the law. Mr. Knapp has made a confession of having slan- 
dered Mrs. Handy, of Providence, in the pulpit, and that 
confession has been published in the public journals. And 
Mr. Smith, as we have shown, has slandered Mr. Dods. in 
print, and Rev. Thomas Whittemore, in the pulpit. The 
above story is undoubtedly as false in regard to Salem as in 
regard to Watertown. 

We read, pp. 240-41 : — 

'* The institution of the Lord's supper is not sacred in the eyes of 
modem Universalists. Some reject the institution altogether. 'Hiey 
say that Christ simply ate the Jewish passover, and ^at it is no more 
binding on us than circumcision, or any other Jewidii rite. Others 
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teach that it was to continue in force till the destruction of Jerusa- 
lem, when it was abolished ; while others, who observe the supper, 
deny that it has anything sacred in it ; it is open to all ; all who are 
fit to attend meeting, are fit for the communion." 

Some Universalists understand that the communion was 
to be observed only till the second coming of Christ, from 
the words of Paul, 1 Cor. xi. 26. " For as often as ye eat 
this bread, and drink this cup, ye do show the Lcard's death 
tiU he come,^^ The second coming of Christ, Universalists 
understand, along with Professors Bush and Stuart, and 
many other enlightened Orthodox divines, to refer to the 
closing of the Jewish and the establishment of the Christian 
dispensation. Some suppose that this language of Paul 
limits the observance of the eucharist to that period. Others 
suppose the apostle's language, as above quoted, to refer to 
a third and still future coming of Christ, to raise the dead, 
and that the eucharist is to continue till that event, or to the 
end of time. Others still, suppose that Paul refers to the 
second coming of Christ, but do not think the language limits 
the observance of the Lord's supper, at all. These differ- 
ences have prevailed among us, as we have ha^ converts and 
ministers from the Quakers and various other orders^ which 
made us somewhat heterogeneous in opinions on minor points 
of doctrine. Our denomination is built upon the great truth 
of the " Restitution of all things," as a central idea, or rally- 
ing point, with a compromise of all matters of minor consid- 
eration in doctrine and in form. Hence we have Necessita- 
rians and Free-Agency men, Immersionists and those who 
hold to sprinkling, believers in future limited punishment 
and those who suppose all punishment limited to the present 
life. But there is, at the present time, a great increase of 
churches and church-members. This has arisen from can- 
did investigation of the subject, and from experience of the 
practical utility of church fellowship and communion, where 
churches have been established. 

In regard to the extent of our invitations to communion, 
every church establishes its own usage. Some invite only 
" members of all Christian churches, in good standing." 
Others invite all these, with the addition of " all believers in 
the doctrine of universal grace who reside in places where 
no Universalist churches exist." Others include in the in- 
vitation, "all who love the Lord Jesus Christ in sincerity." 
This is the invitation generally given at the meetings of our 
public Conventioijs and Associations. 
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IWe read again, p. fMd : — 

" In most of the societies in the cities and large towns, churches 
may be found. But these are invariably small ; twenty being proba- 
bly a large average of Universalist church members." 

This is a great misrepresentation, as the author must have 
known, and as the following table of church-members in many 
of our " cities and large towns," will show : — 

MAssAcmrsETrs. 

MnnlMnk 

Boston, First Church, 176 

<< Second '' [about] 100 

" Fourth " 90 

" Fifth " 300 

" Canton Street Church, 20 

Eadt Boston, [recently organized,] 35 

East Cambridge, 60 

Roxbury, 85 

Charlestown, 71 

Lynn, Second Church, 40 

Lowell, First " [about] 100 

" Second " [over] 200 

North Danvers, 66 

South " 74 

Salem, First Church, 165 

Medford, 60 

Maiden, 45 

Worcester, [about] 40 

Watertown, 60 

West Cambridge, 50 

Gloucester, 45 

Bangor, Maine, 60 

Nashua, New Hampshire, 104 

Middletown, Connecticut, 35 

New London, " 48 

Norwich, " 60 

Providence, R. I., First Church, 70 

Woonsocket, " 68 

Philadelphia, Pa., Lombard Street, 125 

New York, Orchard Street Church, ... . 125 

" Bleeker, " ** Ill 

" Elizabeth," " 70 

" Fourth, " " 40 

Brooklyn, 65 

2842 

Here is a list of thirty-four Universalist churches, located 
in our " cities and large towns." Their aggregate number 
of members is 2842, which shows an average of more than 

15 
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eighty-three members. Mr. Smith says twenty is '* probably 
a Targe average." This statement is less than one quarter 
of the truth ; and this is " probably a large average " for the 
truth of his statements generally. 

The number of church-members among Universalists, is 
undoubtedly smaller in proportion to our congregations, than 
among some limitarian denominations. There are two rea- 
sons for this. First, our churches have not been in general, 
so long organized as limitarian churches in the same places. 
And, secondly, we have not employed such measures of 
excitement to induce people to join our churches. We 
receive fewer members and dismiss fewer. There are prob- 
ably few members of Universalist churches whom our^ Ortho- 
dox brethren would not joyfully welcome to their communion 
and fellowship, would they but renounce their faith, without 
any change of life. Universalists are taught to look upon a 
covenanted profession of their faith as a matter of impor- 
tance. The most frequent objection I have heard, when first 
suggesting the propriety of making a profession, to my pa- 
rishioners whom I thought ripe in moral feeling for this step, 
has been, " I fear I am not worthy." I have seldom found 
individuals disposed to rush into the church-membership 
hastily. And where the usage has been to invite to the 
communion, " all who love the Lord Jesus Christ in sincer- 
ity," I have seldom seen any one come forward who would 
not be considered worthy, in character^ by any church in 
Christendom. 

On the same page we find the following : — 

*^ Among the few who unite in such an association, the principal 
inducement is, to be like other denominations, and do away the re- 
proach that the sect is infidel. . This is the strong argument used by 
preachers, when they urge men to unite with their church." 

That this is untrue, will be seen by the language of Rev. 
H. Ballou, 2d, whom Mr. Smith represents as standing at the 
head of our denomination, and from whom he quotes a 
garbled extract, on p. 310. We give the following, from the 
same article, which Mr. Smith dared not quote : — 

*' Another consideration, before we pass. In joining a church and 
partaking^ of the Lord's Supper, there naturally arises a sense of 
increased responsibility assumed in so sacred a profession ; and this 
sense itself, if properly cherished, will be fruitful in good results. 
We may, indeeid, argue abstractly, that men are always under the 
same responsibilities, whatever Ui^ relation. In one sense, this 
may be true ; but certainly in no way to conflict with our proposition. 
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So we may arg^e, too, that the citizen owes his country all the ser- 
vice he can render it, and that his puhlie responsibility, therefore, can 
neither be increased nor diminished by any change of circumstances ; 
but common sense and conscience teU us, that in the character of a 
sentinel, or general of an army, or representative to a foreign court, 
he has peculiar responsibilities which do not belong to him in the 
private retirement of his fireside. And it is false logic, that would 
persuade the Christian, who makes a public profession of religion, 
that he has no additional responsibility growing out of his new rela- 
tion to the world. Now this responsibility of a distinct profession, 
is what every follower of Jesus Christ is required to take upon him- 
self, by the whole tenor of the New Testament. Has this duty been 
sufficiently attended to, by the members of our denomination T If not, 
sin lieth at our door, undermining the foundation of our public edifices, 
while we axe fondly rejoicing in the rapidity of its upward progress ; 
a progress, which, in that case, can only insure its fall. There can 
be no question, that the real, permanent strength of our community 
lies not in its numbers of all sorts and characters, not in the multi- 
tude of its new accessions, but in that smaller body of believers, 
whose faith is their moral and spiritual life ; and every means should 
be employed which will cherish this principle and diffuse it more 
widely among us. Let those who are actuated by it, solemnly pledge 
themselves together, in the name of their Master, and they will give 
new strength to their own resolves, and additional influence to tibeir 
example on the rest of the community. The same law of our nature 
holds good here, tliat operates in other enterprises, in which cove- 
nants somewhat similar have been tried with a success truly aston- 
ishing." — [^Expositor,^ vol. iii., pp. 92, 93.] 

Rev. Thomas Whittemore, speaking of the motives that 
should impel Universalists to cherish the communion, says : 

'' Every time the Christian goes to the table, he knows he goes 
there solemnly to recognize the truth of the rehgion he professes ; to 
impress the sense of its reality upon lus mind, and to assist in bear- 
ing down to future generations this standing proof, — we mean the 
ordinance itself, — of the truth of that religion. We see sufficient 
reasons for the continued observance of the ordinance in those benefits 
which flow from it, even if there be no positive command to that 
e^ct."— ['<P/mn Guide to VhiversaHsm," p. 319.] 

Does not this testimony falsify the assertions of Mr. Smith, 
above quoted, that when Universalists form churches, " the 

Srincipal inducement is to be like other denominations and 
o away the reproach that the sect is infidel;" and that 
" this is the strong argument used by preachers, when they 
urge men to unite wil£ their church ? " 
Again, p. 242 : — 

" Men join a Universalist church as they would a lyceum, and 
leave it in the same way. A. profession of faith throws over them no 
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new lestraint; it impoees no new obligatioa. A change of ehazao- 
ter is not necessary to the enjoyment of its privileges. Frofiineness 
is no disqualification for chuidi membership ; deism is none ; atheism 
is none." 

The following is the " Profession of Faith " laid down in 
Mr. Whittemore's "Plain Guide to Universalism," page 
341: — 

"PROFESSION OF FAITH. 

" 1st. We believe in the existence of one God, the Creator of the 
Universe, the Giver of life and every blessing, who is infinite in wis- 
dom, power, and goodness, and in every possible perfection. 

** 2d. We believe in Jesus, the Christ, the Son of Grod, the prom- 
ised Messiah, and the Saviour of the world. 

" 3d. We believe in the Scriptures of the Old and New Testa- 
ments, as being a revelation from God, as containing rules for the 
regulation of our conduct in all the relations and circumstances of 
life, — as declaring the character and government of God, the re- 
wards of virtue, the punishments of vice ; and also revealing the 
great truth of the final reconciliation of all things to God, so that he 
at last shall be all in all. (1 Cor. xv. 28.) 

" 4th. We believe it to be the duty of Christians to meet together 
on the first day of the week, for pubUc worship ; to seek their ad- 
vancement in knowledge and virtue, by reading the Scriptures, and 
attending to the means of grace ; to abstain firom vice of every 
description, and to imitate, as fax as possible, the perfection of God, 
and example of the Lord Jesus Christ." 

This is the form adopted by many churches, and some- 
thing equivalent to this, requiring faith in God, in Jesus, and 
in the Scriptures, as "a revelation from God," is always 
adopted. Let the reader examine the articles of any Uni- 
versalist church. All who join Universalist churches give 
their assent to the Profession of Faith. If men sometimes 
make such profession who are insincere, it is no more than 
occurs in Orthodox churches, and the inducements to such 
insincerity are less with us than with them, because there is, 
in general, as yet, less worldly inducement to profess Univer- 
salism than Orthodoxy. 

In his third book, p. 60, the author says : — 

'^ A prominent member of a Universalist society was noted for his 
profanity. One day his minister reproved him for the practice. His 
reply was this. * I will tell you what it is ; I know I swear a great 
deal, and in your pulpit you pray a great deal ; but we do not either 
of us mean anything by it.' " 

I have heard this story often told of an Episcopalian 
clergyman. It used to be told when I was a boy, by the 



MORAL TENDENCY OF X7NIVERSALISM, ETC. 173 

Orthodox, as a sarcasm on the reading of prayers as prac- 
tised by the Church of England. This is another tradition- 
ary story, — a stereotyped fiction, new vamped by Mr. Smith, 
and applied to Universalism. 
Again, same page : — 

'^ In a town in Rhode Island the Uniyerealists have communion 
service once or twice a year. At such times the elements are passed 
to the whole congregation indiscriminately. Some months since I 
visited that place. A Sabbath or two before, at their communion, 
the boys and girls, taking the bread as it was passed to them, con- 
verted it into spit-balls, and passed their time very much to their 
edification in throwing them at each other across the church." 

Mr. Smith told this story, originally, in his pulpit in 
Nashua, and laid the scene in Woonsocket, R. 1. It was 
refuted, and the refutation published in our papers. And in 
his third book, he omits the place, so that the falsehood 
might not be so soon detected. We give the refutation here." 
It is from the pen of Rev. Mr. Boyden, of Woonsocket, a 
gentleman of irreproachable character and of high standing 
in the community. Mr. Smith had made many other slan- 
derous statements in connection with the above, concerning 
the Universalist society in Woonsocket. Mr. Boyden replies 
to them all. We extract what relates to the case in question, 
and retain the numbering : — 

"4. I invited the congregation to remain, so far as they felt an 
interest in the conmiunion question ; but the rest of the statement is 
absolutely and unqualifiedly false, A large number remained, and 
eventually, a church of forty-two members was organized. To these, 
and not to the congregation indiscriminately, are ttie elements ofiered, 
nor was any vote ever adopted by the congregation, or society, on 
this subject. 

" 5. I have never heard that boys or young men were guilty of 
this sin. I have been informed, however, that on the occasion, some 
young misses, who uniformly attend PartiaUst meetings, did make 
light of the solemn service. It was at the conclusion of Christmas 
services, when the house was very much crowded, and for the sake 
of convenience, the communicants kept their seats, as did the congre- 
gation generally. If we are to be reproached for what our opposers 
do in our religious meetings, why then we must bear it patiently, and 
if it be any credit to them so to speak of Universalists, that their 
children and hearers catching the spirit, feel justified in sacrilegious 
behavior in the house of worship, they are welcome to it all. 

'* Who^er Mr. Smith was informed as he reported, I pretend not 
to say. If the half only was told him, it was sufficient for his pui^ 
pose. He has a shrewd business tact in this line, and makes great 
profits on a small capital. Yours, truly, 

^^ Woonsocket, R.L, May 17, 1844. J. Boyden, Jr." 

15* 
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We will now relate an instance for which we had good 
authority. During Mr. Smith's ministry with the Congre- 
gational society in Nashua, N. H., the Unitarian meeting- 
house was closed for a few Sabbaths, in consequence of the 
interior being painted. This, I think, was in the summer or 
autumn of 1843. Many of the Unitarians attended, from 
curiosity, Mr. Smith's meeting, while their house was closed. 
On one of these Sundays was Mr. Smith's communion. 
Being desirous, as was thought, to win the Unitarians as 
permanent parishioners, he gave an unusually liberal invi- 
tation to the table, on that occasion, including all who con- 
sidered themselves to be Christians, or language to that 
import. A Mrs. Biirke, since deceased, a member of the 
Universalist church in Nashua, was present, in company 
with a sister of hers who was Orthodox in faith, and availing 
herself of the broadness of the invitation, went forward, with 
her sister, to the communion. In the same pew sat an Irish 
woman, who was known to be irreligious and sometimes 
profane. Mrs. Burke ask^d her if she intended to com* 
mune ; to which she answered, " Yes, indeed ; was n't it all 
who considered themselves Christians that he invited, and 
isn't it I that am as good as any of them?" 

We find on the next page, the following ; — 

** In a town in N. H., a Universalist church was organized, and 
three deacons chosen. At the close of the meeting, the deacons 
went over to a tavern and treated each other on the strength of their 
election ; proving that, in their own opinion, the whole thing was a 
solemn mockery or farce." 

This story was also originally told in Mr. Smith's desk in 
Nashua, on Sunday evening, May 4th, 1845. He then loca- 
ted the transaction, as we learned from several who heard 
him, " within eleven miles of Nashua" No Universalist 
church exists within that compass save the one in Nashua, 
and no such event or anything like it ever happened in con- 
nection with the church in Nashua. This was asserted at 
the time by the writer of this ; and in his published account 
of the affair, he omits the location altogether. Such are the 
artifices to which he resorts in catering for the prejudices of 
his Orthodox readers. 

There exists among Universalists, I have no doubt, as 
much reverence for the communion as among any class 
of Christians. Hundreds unite with limitarian churches 
in times of excitement, who would not be received into 
our churches. In Norwich, where I write, there were 
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added to the Baptist church, under the labors of EkL^r 
Swan, during the winter of 1845-6, over one hundred mem- 
bers. Some were convicted, converted, baptized, and re« 
ceived "the hand of fellowship," the same evening, or rather 
the same night, for the meetings have frequently continued 
till two o'clock, ▲. M. Universalists tduw^ require belief in 
revealed religion and good moral and Christian character, as 
qualifications for churdi fellowship. Any such person chang* 
ing religious views and wishing to withdraw, is always en- * 
titled to an honorable dismission, a certificate of good stand- 
ing, and of recommendation " to all Christian churches." 

VI. NEGLECT OP EDITCATiON. 

Mr. Smith represents Universalists as behind all others in 
this respect. He says, p. 280, "Universalists have done 
comparatively nothing in favor of education." One would 
gather from his tone, that we took no interest in the educa- 
tion of our children. Let us see if he has let slip nothing 
elsewhere to contradict this idea. He says, pp. 276-7: 
** Parents" [meaning Universalist parents] "when they send 
their children away to school, in a town where there is a 
Universalist society, often order them to attend another meet- 
ing." ^^ Often order them," &c. It seems then that Univer- 
salist parents, even the most hj^ocritical and unprincipled of 
them, do " send their children away to scAooZ," and that too, 
" o/lf€»." And yet he represents them as ignorant, under- 
valuing education, and doing comparatively nothing to ad- 
vance its interests. 

We answer, no class of people in New England, where 
Universalists are most numerous, do more than they, in pro- 
portion to their ability, for the interests of common education. 
Their clergy and laity are found upon the boards of superin- 
tending and district school committees ; and both male and 
female members of our churches and congregations are en- 
gaged in teaching. And in regard to the higher departments 
of education, we think all candid men must admit that we 
have done all that could be expected, under the circumstan- 
ces. There are probably a larger proportion of our minis- 
ters liberally educated tnan of the Methodists or Baptists. 
We have, under our denominational patronage, at the pres- 
ent time, within the United States, according to our annual 
Register for 1846, " twenty-two periodicals, besides annuals, 
and six or eight high schools and academies." One of 
diese, at Clinton, N. Y., affords all the advantages of cdQe* 
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giate edncation except a diploma ; and there is also a TJni* 
v^rsalist Theological Seminary, located in the same place, 
supported by private donations from Universalists, and the 
instruction mcule gratuitous to the students. 

Our author quotes from Rev. Dr. H. Ballou, 2d, on p. 280, 
to substantiate his own position, which we have quoted above. 
Thfese remarks were designed by Dr. Ballou, not to repre- 
sent Universalists as indifferent to education, but to encour- 
age them to higher efforts. Besides, they were written some 
nine years ago, since which much advancement has been 
made in this respect by our denomination, as well as others. 
Universalist societies, in almost every place, long settled, 
have been organized after all other orders have got estab- 
lished there, have taken the materials that were left, and 
sustained the combined opposition of all the others. And 
under these circumstances, though still behind some older 
orders, they have certainly done more, in morals and educa- 
tion, than could have been expected ; and instead of reproach, 
they are entitled to great credit. 

VII. OPPOSITION TO REVIVALS. 

We find this charge on p. 283, where the author says of 
Universalists : " Their blasphemous opposition and ridicule 
of revivals of religion speak the temper of their minds.'* 

Universalists are opposed to certain measures sometimes 
employed by limitarians in promoting what they call rcw- 
vah ; such measures, for instance, as alarming people in 
view of a sudden destruction of the globe, by fire, — telling 
fictitious tales of death-bed renunciations of Universalism, — 
denouncing Universalists as Christless, graceless, faithless, 
and immoral. Neither do we believe in holding meetings 
day and night for months in succession, — keeping people 
up till two o'clock at night meetings, — getting them up 
again at six o'clock for prs^er meetings, and mingling these 
with seasons of fasting. These measures are practised by 
skilful players upon the harp of human nature, sometimes 
dignified with the name of " evangelists," and for the evi- 
dent purpose of debilitating the nervous system, rendering 
it more susceptible to excitement, and thus making prose- 
lytes to sectarianism by the unholy power of fear; — not that 
filial fear of the Lord which " is the beginning of wisdom ; " 
but the slavish fear of hell and the devil, which is the begin- 
ning of folly, fanaticism, sectarian bigotry and all unamiable- 
ness. Universalists have no veneration for this kind of re- 
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Tirals. Sometimes they speak of them, perhaps, in words of 
sarcasm, which our author calls ** blasphemous opposition 
and ridicule of revivals." Universalists are not alone in this 
opposition. It is common to Unitarians, Episcopalians and 
many of the soberer minded and more judicious among' all 
denominations. The Baptist ministers, especially, who have 
witnessed the. operation of these excitements under the labors 
of Messrs. Knapp and Swan, and lived long enough to «ai 
the riper fruits of these measures, are as strong in their con- 
demnation of them as are Universalists. Take, for instance, 
the following from the editor of a Baptist paper published in 
Boston. After asking the question ** What is needed?" he 
replies : — 

" Many will answer this question by saying, * O, we need a revi- 
val of religion.' And when they have said it, they scarcely know 
what they mean by the reply. A revival of religion, in the language 
of many persons, means a general excitement on the subject, result- 
ing in the addition of a large number of converts to the churcheSt 
But the watchful, judicious Christian knows that such seasons have 
much less to do with the permanent advancement of piety and holi- 
ness, than many others which excite less attention. At such times 
people move in masses, by the influence of sympathy and example, 
beeply settled reli^ous principle may have very little influence at 
such times. Religious zeal which is the eflect of sympathy, will of 
course cool when that sympathy ceases to operate. " 

This is found in the ^Christian Watchman* of Jan. 10, 
1845. This was after the operations of Mr. Knapp in Bos* 
ton and vicinity. The above is copied into the * Universalist 
Magazine ' of Jan. 18, 1845, with the following, from the 
editor : — 

" Now if we had said this about the revivals among our Baptist 
neighbors, many would have called it slander ; but coming as it does 
fi^m one of the most eminent of the Baptist editors, we trust it will 
be believed. What kind of a revival the * Watchman ' wishes to see, 
may.be learned from the following paragraph ; and we hope we shall 
not be blamed if we say, it b precisely such a revival of religion as 
Universalists wish to see." 

Here follows the residue of the quotation from the * Watch- 
man,' and then the Universalist editor thus repeats and ap^- 
proves it : — 

" We, like the editor from whom we quote, dislike the revival 
which bums only to wither smd destroy. He wants a revival ' of the 
spirit of prayer, [Amen ;] of love to the Saviour, [Amen ;] of love to 
soak, [Amen;] of confidence in God, [Amen, Amen;] of meeknesB 
aod kiunility, [Amen ;] of seal vrlddk is according to knowle^i 
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[Amkn ;] of entightened attaehm^it to the order of God's house,' 
Amen.] We approve eyery word. May the Lord bless the people, 
and cause such a revival to be seen amongst all sects, but ei^ecially 
among Universaliste. ' * 

The following remarks are from " A Sermon delivered be- 
fore the Ministerial Conference of the Monroe Baptist Asso- 
ciation, at Ogden, July 2, 1845. By Rev. Pharcellus Church, 
Pastor of the First Baptist Church, Rochester:" — 

** The Pastor must not content himself with exciting simply the 
pious sympathies of his people, but must train their social affections, 
their moral sensibilities, and their intellectual powers. Nothing is 
more common, than strong religious emotions in connection with an 
exceedingly depressed standard of truth, honor, and morality. And 
there is too much rehance in certain quarters upon kindUng these 
emotions, as if it were the chief end of preaching. The Evangelist, 
who lashes the people to a foam in a few short weeks, is apt to speak 
of the Pastor, who perhaps fails to produce equal strength of emotion 
at any time of his life, as a useless and ineffectual preacher. But 
this is judging according to the outward appearance and not righteous 
judgment." (See pp. 23-24.) 

We certify the reader that these extracts speak the senti- 
ments of all genuine Universalists on this subject A revi" 
vol of religion implies that religion has been dead. Else it 
would not need reviving. We do not believe in letting re- 
ligion die. But when it is dead, it ought to be revived as 
Booli as possible. And when any society of Christians seeks 
to revive ** pure religion and undefiled before God," such as 
is described in the * Watchman,* and seeks this revival by 
truthful and candid means, without any slander or abuse of 
others, no true Universalist opposes it. 

Universalists are in favor of all religious exercises adapted 
to keep religion alive within the soul, or to revive it when it 
has grown dim. And when these exercises are employed by 
Universalists, they are often ridiculed by the opposers of our 
faith. Witness the following from Mr. Smith, found in his 
third book, p. 23. In speaking of Mr. Whittemore, he 
says : — 

"To remove the chaxffe of impiety and hatred to revivals of re- 
ligion, Mr. W. introduced a sort of wild-fire services, dignified with 
the name of conference meetings — sometimes they are called prayer- 
meetings. The singing, and remarks in favor of ' our cause,' com- 
pose the services of the occasion. Tunes are sung, such as usually 
are sung in seasons of revivals ; and sometimes revival hymns, with 
an expurgation such as would be needful to adapt them to a Univer^ 
aaiist revival, are used. But lunid all this pretence^ you detect the 
impiety of the men." 
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Such is Mr. Smith's view. But there are, thank God, 
some candid people among our Orthodox brethren. The 
following remarks were made by Rev. Mr. Wilson, Metho- 
dist, in one of our Union Conference meetings held in the 
Methodist meeting-house in East Cambridge, Mass., in 
March, 1843, by the Unitarian, Uniyersalist and Methodist 
societies, in concert It is reported in the 'Trumpet' of 
April 1, 1843 : — 

^* Here Br. Wilson oi the Methodist denondnatioii aioae. He was 
in feeble health ; (on the previous Sabbath, aa we had been told, it 
was with difficulty he got through the services.) There was lai^ 
guishiDg in his looks. He desired to add his testimony to what had 
been said of the great importance of religion. He had been brought 
to acknowledge all men as Christians who showed the spirit of their 
Master. Formedy he had had some doubts on this point. There 
were certain signs or shibboleths onoe, which if not {Nronoiuioed just 
to suit his ear, were regarded as radical defects. But his mind was 
now different. Wherever he saw the spirit of Christ he must own 
it. He expected to meet the good of all denominations in heaven. 
So all Christians said ; but some were not willing to meet the good 
of all denominations on earth. For his part, he wanted to try and 
see what heaven is, while here on earth. Just try it a litde ; let us 
have the communion of sainti here. He wanted to taste of it, before 
he went over Jordan. What harm can it do to have a heaven below, 
— a heaven to go to heaven in f Let us then all strive for the spirit 
•f our Mast^ ; and think less of the shibboleths, and more of the 
image of Christ" 

And at the same meeting, the following remarks were 
offered by an Orthodox church-member, of Boston, which we 
copy from the same paper : — 

'^ Br. Willis, of Cambrid^port, addressed us; and afier him a 
gentleman, standing in the aisle, oommeneed to speak. He had ac- 
cidentally heard of this meeting and come in. After some general 
and excellent remarks, on the subject of religion, he said some would 
be surprised to learn that he was a member of an Orthodox Congre- 
gational church in Boston. He did not know of this meeting in the 
morning, but he heard of it at noon. He was glad he had come ; he 
had never attended exactly such a meeting before. He bore his tes- 
timony fully, that the spirit of Christ was there. * Why (said he) 
how httle my Orthodox brethren know of Universalism. If this is 
Oniversalism, let it spread ; I say Amen to it. You have here the 
spirit we all ought to have ; and the spirit which is to convert the 
world,' &c. &c." 

These remarks were in the afternoon. In the evening, the 
same gentleman was present and spoke again. The report 
is thus : — 
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'' After him we weie- addressed again by the Orthodox ohuzeh 
member who had 'spoken in the afternoon, and who had brought with 
him this evening a brother of similar faith. They spoke of M. H. 
Smith's book, 'Vimich they had read, but never could believe ; and now 
they knew it was false. They had regarded Universalists as robbers 
and pirates ; their prejudices had been very strong, but they repented 
of their evil sayings and doings, and wished us God speed in sdl that 
is good." 

Such are the views that candid men and sincere Christians 
entertain of Universalists and of the efforts of Mr. Smith. 
The gentleman referred to, we believe, is a Mr. Haskell, of 
Rev. Mr. Towne's congregation. 

VIII. DESECRATION OF MEETING-HOITSES. 

Mr. Smith represents Universalists as having no rever- 
ence for their places of worship, but as desecrating them to 
secular and profane uses. He gives this as the general state 
of feeling among us. He quotes a single paragraph from the 

* Trumpet,' a leading Universalist paper, to substantiate this 
position. Had he quoted the remainder of the article, it 
would have entirely defeated his purpose. The article was 
written by Rev. T. Whittemore. We shall supply that por- 
tion omitted by Mr. S. He says, p. 253 : — 

'* Their places of worship have in their eyes nothing of a sacred 
character. They are opened for infidel lecturers, and for theatrical 
shows and exhibitions. In proof of this, read the following &om the 

* Trumpet' of April 6, 1839 : — 

** ^Dramatic Exhibitions in Milford^ Mass, Somebody has sent 
us a bill of a dramatic exhibition, given by the Milford Social Club, 
at the UNrvERSALiST Mekting-House in Milford, on Friday even- 
ing*, ddth ult., consisting, 1st, of the tragedy of Douglas ; 2d, a few 
silly songs ; and 3d, a rarce, in one act, called a Race for a Dinner ; 
the whole ecmcluded with the Raccoon Hunt, by Mr. Freeman.' " 

[Here follows the remEiinder of this article, omitted by 
Mr, S.] 

*' It appears to us a very lamentable consideration, that a meeting- 
house, built for religious purposes, and solemnly consecrated to the 
worship of Grod, should be desecrated by such performances as these. 
Surely the spirit of religion must have fled from that house. We 
know not the prevalent sentiments of the inhabitants of Milford in re- 
gard to this matter ; but we axe confident there must be some to whom 
such a desecration of a house, erected for different purposes, must be 
a source of the deepest grief. It is, in our view, altogether improper. 

" We beg of the young gentlemen and ladies of Milford, if they 

must pursue these dramatic exhibitions, to spare the house of God. 

> Is there no town-house, nor other building that might be used t It 
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is an offence against tke fjood taste of society, and the religiDiis sentt- 

ments of mankind, to introduce such services into a meeting-house. 
We beg of the proprietors of that house, to interpose, and save not 
only their own meeting-house from disgrace, but the denomination of 
Christians to which in ^mer yeaxs, &ey professed to belong. If 
they cannot do this, we beg of them to drop the aaiae Universalist, 
and no longer connect it with a house desecrated as tfaeiss has been. 
We wish the public to know, that this is ike wjdy meeiin^-hmtse is 
the land, eaUed a UniTeisaliBt meeting-hoaae, that is used for such 
purposes. Such is ceitainly the case, as fax as we have any knowl- 
edge." 

Now we ask the candid reader how this article sustains 
Mr. Smith's general charge, that our places of worship are 
opened "for theatrical shows and exhibitions?" The whole 
article shows, 1st, that this has been the case only in one in- 
stance ; 3d, that this met the strong condemnation of the 
editor of the oldest and most widely circulating Universalist 
paper ; 3d, that Mr. Smith is a garbler and deceiver, in this 
as in other cases. 

Again, he says, pp. 253-4 : — 

** I saw, some time ago, a bill, advertising a ciieus in Pawtucket, 
Rhode Island. As an inducement for people to attend, it was an- 
neuBced, that the profits resulting from the exhibition would be 
appropriated to the building «f a Unhrenalist meeting-house in that 
town. It speaks volumes for the mond sense «f that community, 
that the reeeipts were less than the expenses. What wone, or what 
more ef evil, oould infidelity dot, than thisi" 

We wrote for information concerning this statement, to 
Rev. H. Bacon, of Providence, near Pawtucket, and received 
from him the foliow^ing : — 

'' The Pawtucket fiiends, on whose word I ean place all reliance, 
say that the circus spoken of, was not in Rhode Ldand, but on the 
Massachusetts side ; they would not let it come into Riiode Island ; 
that no authority was given to any persons to advertise or give out the 
notice of a benefit for the Universalist church ; no conversation was 
held with the Committee in reference to it. The whole of the matter 
was thus : The Universalist church was being built by a few self- 
saerifioing brethren, and in conversation with one of the interested 
friends, a peisoa connected with the circus said he would give them 
a benefit. This was regarded at the time as nothmg serious, and 
when it was being carried into effect, it was repudiated bv all. The 
receipts were said to be less than the expenses, though a large crowd 
was there. The friends have no recollection of any bill being put up 
in reference to it. The fact is, never was a church built by more 
honorable and Christian men than the church in Pawtucket. The 
ehief of the expense was home by four or five individuals ; and the 
•budsr of Smith is only one of his spittings against the stars.'* 

16 
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To this Mr. Bacon adds in a postscript : — 

** Dr. Beeeher made quite a speech two years since, in Boston, m 
defence of the idea that the devil's money ought to be taken to build 
the Lord's church with. A public dancer once gave $ 1000 for 
Bunker Hill Monmnent, and the treasurer used Dr. BeechJer's argu- 
ment in his own behalf." 

There may be instances of imprudence among Univer* 
salist societies in regard to the use of their houses of worship. 
But so far as regards iheir general taste on this subject, we 
venture to affirm that they are as discreet and reverent as the 
Orthodox. We have known Orthodox meeting-houses let 
for secular concerts, blended with comic songs. The Con- 
gregational meeting-house in which Mr. Smith preached at 
Nashua, has been rented and used for this purpose. And in 
proof that we do not here misrepresent, we will give the 
testimony of Rev. E. A. Parke, Professor in Andover Theo- 
logical Seminary. We quote the language of Professor 
Parke, from " A Discourse delivered in Boston, before The 
Pastoral Association of Congregational Ministers in Massa- 
chusetts, May 28, 1844." The extract occiirs on pp. 30, 
31: — 

'^ We have also undervalued tlie sanctity of our houses of won^ip, 
and seem to look up<»i them as dedicated to the service of God, And 
to meetings of the town; to scientific lectures, and to lyoeum de- 
bates ; to druokards not yet half reformed, and to demagogues who 
have sullied the holy associations of our pulpits. We have kept our 
communion tables as depositories of books and pamphlets and news- 
papera. We have allowed our people to sleep through the sermon^ 
and then to leave the sanctuary as if they were hastening away from 
the benediction." 

Such, it seems, according to Prof. Parke, are the ahuses 
and desecrations of Orthodox meeting-houses in Massachu- 
setts. By *^ demagogiies" in this catalogue, he refers, 
undoubtedly, to political lecturers. We think that the 
Universalists of Massachusetts are, to say the least, as rev- 
erent in the use of their houses of worship as this descrip- 
tion paints their accusers and revilers. Our housas of 
worship are solemnly dedicated ^< to the Worship of Almighty 
God." And though we are not, like the Episcopalians, so 
fastidious that we cannot open them to temperance lectures, 
or give a temperance notice from the pulpit, yet we aim to 
preserve the propriety and purity of the sanctuary. We 
g^ve, in conclusion, the following form, pronounced at the 
dedication of a Universalist meeting-house, in Gardiner^ 
Maine: — 
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*'XN THS NAME OT GOD. AMST. 

" As an act in conclusion of these services of Dedication, it be- 
comes me now publicly to declare, in behalf of the preachers of the 
gospel here present, — ministers, under Christ, of the Christian 
Sanctuary, and of *• the true tabernacle which the Lord pitched and 
not man ;' — In behalf of all who have contributed to the erection of 
this edifice, and especially in behalf of the Christian society and con- 
gregation in this place, for whose particular accommodation and 
benefit this building has been erected, / solemnly pronounce and 
declare this house, by the name of ' the Church of the First Umyer- 
saiist Society in Gardiner,' now sacredly set apart from all profane 
and common uses, and reverently devoted and consecrated to the ser- 
vice and worship of the one livmg and true Grod, the Father of all, 
and the Saviour of the world, of whom and to whom are all things, 
now and forever.'' 

IX. WANT OF NATITEAL AFFECTION. 

Mr. Smith says of Universalism, p. 283, ^^ It dries up 
Human Affection," And again, p. 287, " Uniyersaush 
DESTROYS NATURAL AFFECTION." These aie bold positions, 
boldly put, in italics and capitals. Let us, for a moment, 
reason the matter over. 

Universalism is the belief that God, our Heavenly Father, 
through the mediation of Jesus Christ, his Son, our Saviour, 
will eventuaUy render holy, happy, and immortal, all his 
now sinful, unnappy, and mortal children. This is the doc- 
trine undisguised and without circumlocution. Does ^e 
candid reader see cmything in this faith to make him hate 
his kindred or to freeze his domestic affections? You, 
reader, doubtless hope to be saved, yourself. Suppose this 
hope should so enlarge as to give the full assurance that all 
your kindred would share your future joys. Would this 
palsy your affections towards these relatives ? This would 
be like the elder brother in the parable, who refused to join 
the feast because his prodigal relation had been welcomed. 
Suppose this hope should still expand so as to embrace, all 
mankind, giving assurance that the last prodigal would re- 
turn and join the feast of "fat things" provided in the 
Gospel. Would this augmentation of faith wither your love 
of kindred ? How is it that " Universalism destroys natural 
affection ? " 

We can conceive of nothing connected with religion that 
can produce such an effect, save religious bigotry. And 
which is most likely to produce this feeling, the doctrine of 
Universal salvation or of endless punishment ? Universalists 
believe that limitarians will all be sharers with themselves in 



IM «BT»ir. 

the joys of henvenv l#imitaiian8 generally believe that 
Universalista will be consigned to endless sin and misery. 
Which view is the more favorable to kindliness of feeling and 
the * play of natural affection towards relatives who difier 
from us on these paints ? The answer i^ so obvious to can- 
did reason that we need not state it. 

We have never known a Universalist to abuse or persecute 
his relatives for religious o]^nkni.. Yet we have learned of 
instances in which hmitarian fathers have threatened to dis* 
inherit Univ«rsaliet boi», and have withdrawn the means of 
educating them, lest they should become Univdrsalist minis- 
ters. Catholic parents have exposed and given up their 
Protestant children to the Inquisition, for torture and for 
death. But Catholics are believers in endless punishment, 
and hold that God will inSict it on &e heretic. Paul repre- 
sents the heathen, (Rom. 1 : 31,) as " without natural affec- 
l^on.** Bolt the heathen \trete not Dniversalists. They 
believed in a heathen h^lK They invented this mytholog- 
ical "^alce. The Jews and Catholics borrowed it from the 
heathen, and Protestants have borrowed it from the Cath- 
olics. Jfesus Christ never taught this dogma, although he 
used live heathen idea as imaghiary to illustrate tiie pains of 
conscience. He tatight that in the resurrection they " are 
Hke the angels of €^." Paul, in all his fourteen epistles, 
never used the word keU. He says, •* Wives, submit your- 
selffes unto your own husbands," — "Husbands, love your 
wives," -^ " l^ildren, obey fovtr parents," — " Fathers, pro- 
voke not your children to anger. ** (Col. 3: 18, 21.) He 
inculcates the cherishing of the domestic relations and the 
exercise of the natural affections. But he nowhere seeks to 
melt the heart and make the milk oi human kindness flow, 
by the fires of an endless hell. And we are at loss to con- 
ceive any philosophic or natural connection between the 
dogma of the infinite cruelty of God to man, and the love of 
mankind towards each other. Neither can we comprehend 
how the belief of God's infinite love and mercy towards our 
race, should create ill-will to men, and e^cially towards 
earthly kindred. 

Mr. Smith has not attempted to reason this matter. But 
he gives some pretended facts to illustrate his position. 
Were the cases he states all true, they would not prove his 
position. They would only prove that in three instances, 
persons who were called Universalists, were bigots. They 
would not show that their bigotry was the effect of Univer- 
siilism, or that such is its effect in general. They might 
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have acted under ike effect of pasrioiiy intemfwno, or 

insanity. 

But we strongly suspect that the cases ha states are fictH 
tious. We know the first and most aggravated one to be so, 
and shall endeavor to satisfy the reader of it. It is quoted 
from * Zion's Watchman,' and occurs on p. 284* 

It is an account of a man in Norwich, Connecticntf whoae 
daughter joined the Methodist church. Her father was so 
enraged that he beat her severely with his cane, kicked her 
in, her side with thick boots upon his feet, and threatened 
to kill her. The writer says in concluron, of the father^ 
"When he attends any meeting, he goes to the Univer- 
salist." 

This story originally appeared in * Zion's Watchman' of 
August 10, 1836, from the pen of Mr. Sunderland. The 
young lady from whom he received the account, had beeo 
subject to fits, was in a disordered state of mind when ha 
conversed with her, and stated what was not true. The 
story was investigated and refuted at the time, by Rar. Mr. 
Gihon, then pastor of the TJniversalist society in Norwicky 
and the refutation was published in the * Trumpet* of Scfv 
tember 10th, and copied into the * Universalist Unioii! of 
September 24, 1836. Mr. Smith was, at that tima« a rasfiav 
of these papers, and an occasional writer for their columi^ 
He doubtless saw the refutation, and probably whan ha eonir 
piled his book, he copied this story from his bound votume of 
one of these papers, where it was quoted and refuted. It ia 
from such sources that he has drawn many of the scan(hious 
stories he has re-published in his books. He copied themi 
from TJniversalist papers where they were refuted, and sup 
pressed the refutation. Mr. Gihon called on the young hiay 
in question, and the following conversation ensued: '*Dia 
you tell Mr. Sunderland that when your father attended 
any meetings he went to the Universalist ? Yes. Was you 
not aware that your statement was false ? No. Did you 
ever know your father to attend the Universalist church? 
Yes. How did you know this ? Because I heard Mm toy 
he was going there. Did you ever know him to go to tha 
Universalist church ? No. Why then did you state to Mr. 
Sunderknd that when he attended any meeting, he went to 
the Universalist? Because I did. not believe he ever went to 
arty meeting. Indeed, — did you never know yoor father tdi 
accompany your sisters to meeting I I think I have. . Did 
he never attend yourself to meetiaf. Ye8«" Thin youQg 
lady and bar sisters all attended limitamn ' ^ 

16* 
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Tim iiyiM itf thUr *« Rivtew,** t^idan in Norwieh, ivli^rd 

the scene is laid, and has learned all the facts connected with 
Mn t«9^ lU pofblicatidn in ^ Zion's Watchman,' made con- 
sidemblfe «!n:itet&ent here, at the time. The father of the 

gHftfigf kdy is tin old gefitleman well known in Norwich, 
e has the reputaticm of being very kind and indulgent to 
bis ttaaWyk He is an unbeliever in revealed religion. He 
never atttdi^s the Universalist meeting, so far as I can learn, 
Aor has he ever professed to be a Universalist in faith. On 
ithe contrary, like most other unbelievers, he believes that 
the Bible teaches th^ doctrine of endless misery. He went 
to heafr the revivalist, Elder Swaii, when he preached against 
Universalism, in Norwich. He said that Mr. Swan utterly 
ctemdllfi^ed that doctrine. I have seen him on two public 
di^iusicHis in the Rev. Mr. Bond's (Orthodox) meeting, but 
httvci ilev^r observed him in the Universalist meeting. 

A bookseller in Norwich, a short time since, was recom- 
A^^din^' Mr» Smith's book to a young lady, and said he 
b^t«»l thtft the statements it contained were true. The 
yMtig kdr tefbnred hh^ to this case, and he was silent. 

If alAy feftih^ testimony is Wanting, to satisfy the candid 
reader ^eti'tMfr due, w^ give the foUowing, from a highly 
fMipeetttbk and InlelMgent lady in Norwich : — 

"**! IwMy emiiy^ tiKKt I h«fe been shown a sMtetnent in a book 
%. Matthew lUe Smith, pagps 384, quoted from < Zton's Watch- 
Upaa ;' -^ that I wm a member of the Methodist church in Norwich, 
then i:^er the ptstoia] care of Rev. Mr. Lindsey, at the time this 
story .appeared in the ' Watchman :' and that it was not believed to 
be irtie by n^yself and other ladies of the church who v/ere acquainted 
with the cii^uifn&t^ces, nor by the people of Norwich in general, so 
ft^itsl li^ttMi My expiessiob on the subject. 

^Wortak^ June 10, 1646. Harriet G. Perkt." 

Tlw author gives two o^er cases, to illustrate this posi* 
tion. These he gives on his ovm authority. He says, p. 
2B6i ''Another is the case of a lady in Portsmoutii, New 
Hftinfahire* The facts I gathered from her own lips." And 
oa the same page, **An^er fell under my observation in 
Sulem^ Massachusetts.*' He gives no names of persons in 
either ease. We have abundantly refuted the case quoted 
i^te * Zion's Watchman^' And as the other two depend on 
Mr; Smithes assertion,-^ as he ^s been shown to be given 
I6i ihveiiliofi imd e)eaggeradon, «*^ as we have shown^ in ami*' 
gMac^' thai TJniverftalism tendis not to brutalize the meo* 
tioDS, — wft»liafiMibte sMititatty to dis|mve theiw stal»* 
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aHitir, whcr» no luunes BO!r leading dnmMKOtm negifVBt 
we shall not take the trouble to go or write to Porttmoutk 
and Salem ; but shall pass these cmei by, premiming that tho 
candid reader is already satisfied that belief in the o«rtaitt 
salvation of one's whole family, will not make him abues or 
hate them. 

But we are tempted to say a word on the ettect of the 
opposite doctrine, in this respect. Our Orthodox firiends 
acknowledge that they expect to see many of their dearest 
earthly kindred in endless misery, and to be unmoved by 
the awful spectacle ! They argue that they shall there be 
directed of all those feelings towards their relatires, that 
pertain to the present life; — that their companions and 
children will be no more to them than others; — that they 
shall there be, in short, as Paul repres^its the heathen to 
have been in this world, — "without natural a&ction*" 
Now does not this idea tend, in some degree, by the power 
of anticipation, to blunt th6 afiections of those who thus 
believe, towards their unregenerated relatives ? Would not 
one thus believing, and having a froward and hopeless rcliM^ 
live, naturally seek to steel ISb aflections towavwi that nim' 
tive, in anticipation of being thus separated from him ? 

And yet we do not believe ^at limitarianism geneiwDy 
" destroys natural affection." We know of many Orthodox 
ministers who are kind and afiectionate husbands and (of 
thers ; and we know of some who wre otherwise* We will 
give one case^ simply to show that a pro fea aio n of Orthodox^ 
does not necessarily make one affectionate to his fkmily, and 
also, to show that c(ues can be used on more than one sido of 
this or any other question of denominational character. 1*110 
case we give shall be a tangible one, having " a local habita- 
tion and a name." 

We knew a Congregational minister who preached in the 
town of Nashua^ county of Hillsboro', and State of New 
Hampshire. In the month of Ju ly, 1 843, he had an addit 
tion to his family, of a daughter. Within twenty-four hours 
after that event, he left home and was absent many days, 
leaving his wife, who was a delicate woman, in tne care 
of a faithful and experienced nurse, and a good physician. 
During his absence, he visited Hampton Beach, a favorite 
resort in the summer season, on the eastern coast of New 
Hampshire ; and while there, he amused himself by play-^ 
ing at mnc^TM, or tenrpins, as the g&me is sometmios 
caUed, in a bowling alley. Several citizens of Kashuii 
were at Hampton, at the time, were often in con^pttnywith 
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the ctefjgfymaii and broaglrt back tlie intelligeiiee to Nsshtnu 
This ci^rgVman was Rev. M« Halb Smith, author of " Uni- 
t^f^lism Examined, Renoanced, Exposed," — ** Text-Book 
of Universalism," 6cc. 

•This fact will serve to show how much " natural affection'* 
the doctrine of endless punishment produces in Mr. Smith 
towards- his family. And there is some incidental evidence 
oh this subject, also, in an inadvertent admission of our 
anthor, in his ** Experience,'^ on p. 33. He says : — 

*^ My sufi^Dgs were great ; my anguish more exquisite than lan- 
guage can paint. I did not know where to go, oar to whom I could 
speak; and it seemed to me literally, that * no man cared for my 
soul.' I would have given all I possessed, to have found some friend 
to whom I could have unbosomed myself; who would have said some 
khid thing, or bid me hope in God. But I did not dare trust eveif^ my 
ownftofnSy*^^ 

■ ( 

., A|id further on, he says, p. 41 : ^- 

' ^' I have already said, that, in the tune of my trial, I had not con- 
fided my feelinjgs to any one. My family knew I was sick ; but they 
Wtt8' itnuigeiS'to my mental sufferings; 1 did not daxe trust any 
one." ^ : ' 

When ^e finally broached the subject to his bosom friend, 
he says, p. 43: — 

: ** I lekraed to my utter astonishment, that, for more than one year, 
fAOk 3i'bad been o^BWoad that Umreisalism was an error, and had 
leaouaoed it.". . ' . 

This was certainly not very confidential for husband and 
wife. 'No one acquainted with Mr. Smith's family, will be 
in doubt on which side lies the cause of such an intercourse. 
And .t;his is the, man to argue that Universalism " dries up 
human affection ! " 

■ The father of our author, Elder Elias Smith, recently died, 
in the belief of universal salvation. His surviving compan- 
ion is of the same faith. And notwithstanding our author 
has so misrepresented and scandalized them, in the account 
he has given of his early education, they have always re- 
ceived him kindly, and beneath that same friendly roof, he 
still finds welcome and hospitality, at the hand of that in- 
jured step-mother. In this case, is it Universalism or Or- 
thodoxy^ that has dried up human affection? 

WhUe pastor of the tJniversalist society in Troy, N. Y., 
t employed for Gfix months, in my family, a worthy but on- 
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munion. Her husband had proved wordiless and i^e and a 
young son were left without support ; and having, in the in* 
discretion of her youthful attachment, roanried against the 
wishes of her parents* they had disowned her, in a measure, 
although *8he found a menial's place in Ihekr family, when 
she could not find employment elsewhere. Her heahh was 
feeble. Her mother uid she were members of the same com- 
munion. After she left my family, I received from her a 
friendly letter, firom which 1 extract the following: — 

** I hare Just received a tirade of unpleasant talk from niy mother 
and sisters, with their hynm-books in their hands, on the ere of their 
departure for prayer meeting, because I did not feel w^ enough to 
go, and was deveting sa hcwir to firieud^ip in writing to you. Are 
tb^ not otker duties we owe besides going to meeting! Yes, in- 
deed thrae are, Tdaitire dutiesw Do you coneeive it a iunily's duty 
to all go to ehureh cm the Sabbath and lea^e a sick sister lying in a 
stupor, wbolly unconsciotts of existence? Could you do sol Could 
I do sol *' 

Suth was the treatment this sufferer received from her 
relatives, «ist«rs in the faith of endless punishment. In 
another part of the same letter she says : — 

^ My dear fiiend, I lov<e yoa isid ywits, beeaiise I knew yoa leva 
my SaTionr. I was brD u ght up to afanost dei^iw a Unrreisslist, bat 
as it hM^pened, I hsd one or two dbdee friends of thai persuasion, 
when i was quite young, so that my piejudiee was not sufl^ed to 
takedeep rool. Bigotry I do de«piBe; bypoerMyldodemie. Sano* 
tilled faces and daggem dipped in the oil of piety you will fVeqaeaily 
see dose together. I have seen such and felt the smart of Um) dis- 
guised weapOB." 

We hope the account is now baknced on the score of 
" natural afiection.'^ 

X. WAHT <KF PmLANTRSOFV. 

We read, p. 278 : — 



** UnhersaUsm has no heneootent and Hberatizing tendew^, TTni- 
veisalists boast of the good moral influence of their iaith. We have 
proved it to be positively demorsdudng. They claim for it a phiQan- 
thropy and a boievolenoe not found in juiy system but theirs." 

And on the next page he writes : — 

'^ What benevolent phm has it origmated, to ameliorate die condi- 
tion of men, or promote the interests of our race? What geneioos» 
naUwieiithohcenterpiiaetBUsofitsUberalityandbenerolenoe! Not 
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ona. Wfaicli oi the benttvoteat instxtatiiniB, 00 peodiarto «vr agOi* 

1ms it ever aided? Not one." 

Now we would ask in candor, who have done more than 
Universalists, according to their means and numbers, for the 
cause of temperance ? Under the phase of Washingtonian- 
ism, they have been among the foremost of its leaders. Their 
houses of worship hare been open to its lecturers, their min- 
isters have labored ably and effectually, in public and in pri- 
vate, in that cause, and its laity, male and female, have been 
zealously interested in its promotion. In the Martha Wash- 
ington societies, you will find a large representation of the 
sisters in that faith which promises the restoration to reason 
and to virtue, of the last inebriate. 

Many people regard the Anti-Capital Punishment and 
Prison Discipline movements as " generous, noble, catholic 
enterprises;" and Universalists are certainly among the 
leaders of these enterprises. Others regard the Emancipa- 
tion movement as philanthropic ; and Universalists have not 
shunned to utter their condemnation of the institution of 
slavery. Our Creneral Convention, at its session in 1843, 
passed the following resolutions on this subject : — 

^* Resolved f That we rejoice in the knowledge of the truth that the 
doctrines of Christ have for their end the hohness and happiness of 
all mankind ; and that the faithful inculcation and acceptance of those 
doctnnes must lead to the overthrow and extinction of all institutions, 
observances and relations, however ancient or firmly fortified, which 
are contrary to righteousness, to human well-being, and thus hin- 
drances to the full establishment of the true and glorious kingdom of 
God on earth. 

*^ Resolved, That in the light of this truth we feel constrauied to 
bear testimony against Uie slavery of the African race, now main- 
tanned in a portion of our eountry, as contrary to that gospel' which 
is destined to break every yoke and lead captivity captive ; as espe- 
cially subversive of that golden rule which teaches us to do unto 
others as we would that Siey should do unto us ; as contrary to the 
plainest dictates of natural justice and Christian love ; and as every 
way pernicious alike to ^e enslaver and enidaved. 

^^ Resolved J That, regarding the whole human family as in the 
larger sense our brethren^ joint heirs with us of our Father's love and 
tlie immortality of blessedness revealed through our Saviour, we are 
constrained both by duty and inclination to regard with peculiar sym- 
pathy and affection the oppressed, the benighted, the downtrodden, 
of our own and other lands, and to labor for their restoration to the 
rights and blessings of Freedom, Light and Truth. 

^^ Resolved, That, \irhile we regard the holding in bondage of our 
brethren for whom Christ died, or the treatment of any human being 
ivith obloquy, harshness, or any indignity on aooount of his oolwr or 
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xtfw, as eaakimrf to righteommefls, ineonttBtont with ChrisCk 
especially with that doctrine of UnireTsal Grace and Love w^ 
cherish as the most important of revealed truth, we are well ^ 
that many worthy and upright Christians have sustained the rela 
of slave-holder in ignorance of its true character or from inability . 
relieve themselves therefrmn ; and while we earnestly entreat a^ 
Christian and especially all Universalist slave-hoIderB to consider 
prayerfully the nature and tendencies of the relation they sustain, 
we recommend or countenance no measures oi indiacriminate denun> 
ciation or proscription, but, appealing to the gospel, to humanity, and 
to their own consciences, we await in implicit confidence the pexfeoi 
working of the principles of Divine and Universal Love." 

At the close of our General Convention in 1845, in Bos- 
ton, a mass meeting was called to consider subjects of eda- 
cation and philanthropy. A committee was appointed to 
draft a Protest against slavery, and to solicit our preachers 
to give their signatures or their reasons for withholding 
them. This Protest was as follows : — 

" PROTEST. 

" It is not from an idle curiosity, but from a deep ottereat in the 
signs and promises of better days, that we desire to know how stands 
the ministry of the Universalist Church in reference to the great ques- 
tion of American Slavery. The measure hereby adopted is one that 
promises such a result, as the request is preferred to every minister 
of the Universalist denomination in the United States, with brotherly 
affection and true respect. We wish, moreover, to know from whom 
we can expect hearty fellowship and cooperation in our prayers, our 
pleas, and our labors to advance the cause of Human Freedom, and 
to whom we may look for sympathy in our abhorrence and detesta* 
tion of that system which destroys, as far as man has power to de- 
stroy, the grand distinction between man and brutes, and which holds 
in perpetual bondage two and a half millions of our fellow-creatures. 
We beUeve that by presenting a united front, we can add something 
to the moral power that is creating a deep horror at the monstrous 
wrongs of Slavery, and that shall gather strength and greatness till 
human nature cannot withstand the majesty of the demand to ^ let the 
oppressed go free,' but shall glorify God by loyalty to Right and 
Duty. With this desire, hope and trust, we offer our Protest against 
American Slavery, in the following reasons : — 

*' 1. Because it denies the eternal distinction between a man and 

Property, ranking a human being with a material thing. The attri- 
utes of the soul forbid such a classification ; for that alone can be 
recognized as property which is not wronged by the act of being 
ovnied by another. To man was originally given dominion over the 
lower orders of animals, that he might have them as property ; but 
he has no right nor grant to own his fellow-being. 

'^ 2. Because Slavery does not award to the laborer the fruits of his 
toil, in any higher aenae than to the cattle. All the okaam to any 
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fffopeitf -^enren to the fruits of the tiBafe of the smafiest ptat of 
ground — depends on the wiU of him who daims by the same tenure, 
both the soil and the laborer. Man was created to own, and not to 
be owned ; the claim of another upon the fruits of his toil as upon the 
product of the service of a mere animal, overlooks the higher nature 
and the absolute rights of a human being. 

** 3. Because Slavery trammels the intellectual powers, and pre- 
vents their expansion. The expansibility of the human mind is one 
of its chief glories, and endless means are appropriated to it by its 
Creator. To labor systematically to dwarf the intellect, is to pre- 
vent the opening, to a full vision, of the eye that God made, where- 
with man should see him in the manifestations of himself through his 
laws. This, Slavery does. It denies to the slave even the alphabet 
of knowledge, the simplest elements of intellectual progress. The 
▼ery enaetment of laws which forbid, under heavy penalties, any one 
to teach the slave to read and write, implies all that we claim for his 
intelleotual capacity, and manifestly declares that the maintenance of 
the system depends upon dwarfing the intellect. 

" 4. Because Slavery checks the development of the moral nature 
of the slave. It denies him rights, and thereby denies him responsi- 
bility. With the denial of his manhood, necessarily goes his accoun- 
tability ; for where the distinction between persons and things is lost, 
the duties and responsibilities of the person are merged and lost in 
the thing. The slave is, to all intents and purposes of property, de- 
prived c^ his moral nature, and thereby of his participation in a com- 
mon humanity. 

"5. Because Slavery involves a practical denial of the religious 
nature of the slave. The supreme will, to the slave, is the will of 
the master ; and that which dwarfs the intellect, and checks the de- 
velopment of the moral nature, must be opposed to religious growth. 
It takes from the victim the means which God has furnished to beget 
and foster a true and filial reverence towards Himself, and gives him 
no religion but credulity. It shuts up the Bible from the slave as 
effectually as ever Pope^ did fipom the people in the dark days of its 
most terrific power. 

"6. Because Slavery presents an insurmountable barrier to the 
promulgation of the great truth of Universal Brotherhood, and there- 
by most eflfectually prevents the progress of true Christianity. Under 
its broad shadow, Universalism cannot grow. The seed is, at best, 
sown among thorns that choke its vegetation. Under the legitimate 
influences of such a system, the soul cannot regard with favor the 
religion which has the same voice and tone, the same commands and 
warnings, the same hopes and promises, for him who is regarded as 
a thing and classed with cattle, as for the most elevated and gifted of 
the human race. And inasmuch as Slavery denies the equality that 
exists, by the attributes of human nature, between man and man, it 
dannot but frown on the religion of Christ, which is based on that 
equality, and whose great and fundamental principle of morality is, — 
* Do unto others as ye would that they should do unto you.* 

** 7. Because the essential nature of Slavery cannot be altered by 
any kindness, how great soever, practised towards the slave. Kind- 



MORAL TENDENCy CO? ^NnTBRSAUSlI, BTC. 193 

nesaes axe bat fiowen i»tlie Mnks of ih» tkam n^ow fami mM» wko 

the soul, and no sweetness eaa lull the moral sense into forgetfulneBs 
of what Slavery is. The highest kindness is comparatiyely nothing, 
while the manhood of the slave is denied or forgotten ; for the fint 
demand of love is, to respect the rights of another. While many 
slaveholders tnay, according to their perception of things, practise 
the utmost kindness to their slaves, that cannot alter one feature of 
deformity in the system of Slavery. 

'' 8. Because the long continuance of a system of wrong cannot 
palliate it, but, dn the b&er hand, augments the demand for its abo- 
lition. New victinis are ushered into existence every day, while the 
natural afibctions and the sanctities of marriage and domestic life are 
di8rega:rded, and made subordinate to the interests of property. 

'' 9. Because, while we would in all charity remember that pecu- 
liarities of situation may affect the judgment and moral sense, stUl we 
must not forget, that no peculiarity of situation can excuse a per- 
petual denial of universal principles and obligations. Freedom is not 
the gift of charters and communities ; it is not a benefit bestowed by 
geographical localities, but it is inherent in man as man, by the attri- 
butes of his nature. Our religion demands of us, with a voice that 
cannot be silenced, that no limit of territory shall be permitted to ex- 
clude man from our sympathy, and ho conventional laws shall super- 
sede the eternal requisitions of justice and mercy. 

** American Slavery is a system of Wrongs, from its fbrst principle 
to its crowning assumption ; and in its train of evib are found all the 
iniquities that have eaten out the life of communities and nations. It 
legalizes sins that are abhorrent to the simplest moral sense ; and in 
the increasing intelligence and philanthropy of the present age, it 
becomes more and more a stigma on our National Name, a curse to 
our country's prosperity, and a giant moral evil that must be over- 
thrown, or it will overthrow us by the retributive justice of Him who 
has declared the truth, — * Righteousness exalteth a nation, but sin 
is a reproach to any people.' 

** For these reasons we Protest against the system of American 
Slavery as utteily wrong, and confess our obligation to use all justi- 
fiable means to promote its abolition." 

Cassius M. Clay copies the foregoing Piotest into his 
paper, with the following remarks : — 

" We do not feel at liberty to withhold from our readers a docu- 
ment of so much importance, and which has thus received the delib- 
erate sanction of a large and influential body of Christian ministers. 
Its influence must be highly salutary, and we cannot too earnestly 
commend to the ministers of other denominations the example thus 
placed before them of fidelity to the cause of humanity and freedom.'* 

After copying the Protest, he adds : — 

*' Among the signatures of the Protest, we are gratified to find the 
name of the vener&le Hoska Ballou, of Boston, who is regwded .ar. 

17 



194 "REVIEW. 

the pstrisieli of the ^tenondnation. We cannot afiord iroom for the 
names of the clergymen who have uttered this testimony for Right- 
eousness and Liberty ; bat we have classified them as follows : — 

Maine, '. . 34 

New Hampshire, 22 

Vermont, 19 

Massachusetts, 96 

Connecticut, 10 

Rhode Island, .•'...... 3 

New Jersey, 1 

New York, . ^ 65 

Pennsylvania, 7 

Ohio, 27 

Indiana, 4 

Illinois, 6 

Wisconsin T., 2 

Michigan, 8 

Missouri, 1 

Travelling, 1 

Total, 306 

• • • (< The moral weight of the Universalist denomination is 
thus cast on the side of Freedom, with that of the Unitarians. Will 
not other denominations imitate so good an example? " 

This Protest was sent to our clergy, and within the space 
of six months the signatures of more than three hundred 
ministers, were returned. 

The Messrs. Spears, editors of the * Prisoner's Friend,' 
are regarded, in New England, as philanthropists; and they 
are Universalists. Horace Greeley, editor of the * Tribune,' 
is generally regarded as a philanthropist. He is an eminent 
Universalist. He was a delegate to the General Convention 
of Universalists in 1843, and travelled to Ohio to attend its 
session. 

Rev. E. H. Chapin is a Universalist. And the * Boston 
Daily Mail ' says of him : " As a citizen bh^ philanthropist ^ 
Mr. Chapin deserves the highest praise." 

Rev. G. W. Montgomery, author of " The Law of Kind- 
ness," is regarded as a philanthropist, in Europe and Amer- 
ica. He is abo a preacher of Universalism. 

John Frederick Oberlin, the world-renowned Pastor of 
Waldhach, was a Universalist. His biographer reluctantly 
admits that, — 

** He seemed to hope that the passage, 1 Cor. xv. 28, where it is 
said that, * all things ' shall be subjected to the Almighty, and the 
Son also himself shall be subjected, that ' God may he all in all,' 
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indvde DM oidy tlM little flock of CfazHl> nuBadiEte Iblk^^ 

but, ultimately, at some almost indefinite j)eriod, through the bound- 
less mercy of God, and the blood of Jesus, which waa shed for the 
sins of the whole world, all the race of mankind. And he waa 
strengthened in this belief by understanding in another than the ordi- 
nary sense, that * As in Adam all die, even so in Christ shall all be 
made aliye.' " (p. 200.) 

What could be more ratioual ^an that a people beHeving 
that all ii\en will be redeemed and elerated in the fatore life, 
should labor for their elevation and redemption here ? 

XI. STMPATHT WTTH CRDCE. 

The author accuses Universalists, in his " Text-Book of 
UniversaHsm," of sympathizing with crime. We need not 
quote nor reply to all that he says on this subject. The fol- 
lowing extract from this book, found on pp. 63-4, will show 
the spirit of his remarks on this point. He there says of 
Universalists : — 

'* For sympathy with crime, and with evil men, they aie distin- 
guished. They aze the authors and supporters of that sympathy 
with crime, and with the criminal, which marks much of the mis- 
named philanthropy of this day. 

'*. Such a sympathy violates the Word of God. It takes off re- 
straint from the ungodly. It encourages crime ; and prostrates the 
safeguards of society. It brings back the abominations of Sodom, 
and the crimes of the antediluvian world. It introduces those evils 
which must tell upon all the interests of society ; and bears sadly, 
but equally, upon the possessions of the rich and the home of the 
poor. Such is the benevolence of Universalism. It hovers over the 
cell of the infamous. It seeks the release of the abandoned and the 
vile. It attempts not to ameliorate the sufferings of the worthy, but 
to open the pnson-doors to men who have forfeited liberty by their 
crimes. It seeks not to prevent the commission of crime, but to 
hinder the punishment due the criminal. It would fire a city to warm 
the robber ; dig through the dikes of Holland to give him water to 
drink ; and blow up a magazine to amuse his lonclv hours. It would 
make it difficult to detect a viUain ; more difilcult to convict him ; 
and most difficult of all to cause him to feel the power of the law. 
Men guilty of base and high-handed crimes, crimes which shake the 
entire commuhity, and make property and life insecure, become 
martyrs. The innocent, society, fortune, life, all are forgotten. All 
that argument, ridicule, energry, and authority can do to succor or 
dear the guilty, are usod. When a man is arrested, with his hands 
red with his brother's blood ; with blood that has already pierced the 
skies with its cries to God ; then the philanthropy of evil men lifts 
up its voice— * Spare the murderer. Save the hie of the poor man. 
Save hi9 life.' ' No matter who is in danger, who has been ox may 
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be kOM ; ifd tnatleir aboat widows and oi^and ; gfood mM and 
fill cut down by the knife of the murderer, or the dagger of the 
assassin. No matter what, no matter who, is exposed, only save ine 
valuable life of that man who has merely murdered his friend.' Such 
are the appeals and efforts of those who S3rmpathize with the guilty, 
and take part with criminals against law and justice. 

'* A systematic attempt has been made by this sect to remove from 
our statute books the penalty of death for the crime of murder. It is 
led on by the ministry of Universalism. The paper published^to 
secure this end is publiahed and edited by a Universalist preacher, 
assisted by ^e sect." 

All this is said in allusion to the part that Universalists 
are taking against the gallows, and for meliorating the con- 
dition of prisoners. Universalists, we admit, are almost 
unanimous in advocating the abolishment of capital punish- 
ment, and the substitution, as the penalty for murder, of 
imprisonment for life. And in this they are in very respect- 
able company. A large portion of the Methodist, and nearly 
all the Unitarian denomination, are with them in this effort. 
This movement has also the support of Hon. G. M. Dallas 
and Htm. J. Q. Adams. Do these men sympathize with 
crime ? 

Mr. Smith says this movement " is led an by the ministry 
of Universalism.'* Hien certainly that ministry, instead of 
the obscure and inconsequential body he has represented 
them, must be a very influential class of men, to draw in 
their wake such men. as we have named. But he does us 
honor overmuch. Our ministers are not the sole leaders of 
this great measure of philanthropy, though they are happy 
to cooperate in its prosecution with the good and great of all 
religious ordets. Indeed, no Universalist probably exerts a 
greater influence in this cause, than the editor of the 
* Tribune,' who is a layman of the order. "Whether our 
author would disparage Universalism or the anti-gallows 
movement by attributing this measure to oar lead, we do 
not know.. His success in either case would be equally 
dubious. 

Jesus has given his authority against capital punishment. 
By the Jewish law, adultery was a capital crime. Moses 
commanded " that such should be stoned. " But when there 
was brought to him a woman taken " in the very act,'* and 
the case submitted to his opinion, he so managed as to 
release her. He did not even order h6r imprisoned, but 
said, "Neither do I condemn thee; go and sin no more." 
Did the Saviour sympathize with crime ? He said, " Who- 
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soever looketfa on a woman to lust after iier, hadi 
adultery with her already in his heart." 

Such is the ground of Uniyersalists in regard to the mur* 
derer, save that they would imprison him. They abhor and 
condemn the crime, but compassionate the criminal. 

Mr. Smith says TJniversalism " attempts not to meliorate 
the sufferings of the worthy, but to open the prisoo-doOTs to 
men who have forfeited liberty by their crimes." This is 
untrue. None are more ready than they to aid in the relief 
of suffering virtue. Neither do they attempt " to open the 
prison-doors," &c. ; but to instruct and soften and reform, by 
the law of kindness, the inmates of the prison. So did John 
Howard, the philanthropist. It was his mission, in the elo* 
quent language of Burke, ** to dive into the depths of dun- 
geons, to plunge into the infections of hospitals, to survey 
the mansions of sorrow and pain ; to take the gauge and 
dimensions of misery, depression, and contempt ; to remem- 
ber the forgotten ; to attend to the neglected ; to visit the 
forsaken, and to compare and collate the distresses of men." 
Did he sympathize with crime ? Who has not heard of 
those prison angels, Mrs. Fry and Miss Dix? Do they 
sympathize with crime ? The Messrs. Spears, editors of the 
* Prisoner's Friend,' make it their business to provide em- 
ployment and society for discharged convicts, and throw 
around them guardian influences. And because they are Uni- 
versaHsts in faith, do they therefore sympathize with crime 1 

Do our limitarian brethren set it down to our discredit that 
we compassionate the prisoner ? They believe that the para- 
ble of the sheep and goats refers to a great division at a day 
of future general judgment. Let them bear in mind that 
one of the grounds of acceptance with those on the nght 
hand, was, that they visited those who were " sick and in 
prison ;" and that one of the grounds for rejecting those on 
the left hand, was, that they visited not those who were " sick 
and in prison." The sick and the imprisoned are objects of 
Christian sympathy. We rejoice that Universalists are not 
left to labor alone in their philanthropic efforts to soften the 
prisoner and meliorate his condition ; but that they have the 
cooperation of the better portion of various limitarian de- 
nominations. Neither do we fear any odium, in the minds 
of the candid, because that, like our Master, we compas- 
sionate the culprit while we condemn the crime. 

Our author makes no attempt to prove that Universalists 
sympathize with, crime. If this were true, doubtless a large 
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propovtioA 6t "Ae convicts iii imr peinteDtiaries, troold be 
found to sympathize wiUi Universalism. But is this so ? If 
it were Iso, would not Mr. Smith have been pretty sure to 
stale the fact and give corroborating statistics ? And yet he 
has not even asserted this, notwithstanding the apparent ease 
with which he makes assertions, often without the least evi- 
dence. Why is this ? Because it was so notorious that 
Universalism is not represented in our state prisons, that 
such an assertion was too barefaced, even for the brazen pen 
of Mr. Smith. Limitarians, less informed than Mr. S. on 
this subject, have often asserted this. Our prisons have time 
and again been canvassed for the purpose of ascertaining 
this fact, both by the friends and opposers of Universalism. 
And the result has uniformly been, that prisoners -have not 
been found who pretended to sympathize with Universalism ; 
while believers in endless punishment, members of limitarian 
churches, and even preachers of endless misery, have been 
found in abundance. 

A few years since, a limitarian minister, Rev. Mr. Gran- 
ger, asserted in Middletown, Connecticut, that the greater 
portion bf convicts in the Connecticut penitentiary, were 
Universalists. He made the statement on the pretended 
authority of the warden, Capt. Pillsbury. Rev. Mr. Everett, 
at that time pastor of the Universalist society in Middle- 
town, and editor of a Universalist paper, repaired imme- 
diately to Weathersfield, and had an interview with the 
warden. The result he published in his paper, which we 
give in his own language : — 

" We called at the prison, and were jwlitely feivore>d with an inter- 
view with Capt. PiUsbury, the Warden. Without circumlocution , 
we made known the object of our visit. He seemed to understand 
the matter at once ; and we saw, at the first glance, that the enemy 
had been there, to obtain materials for forestalling public opinion. 
But we did not lose sight of our object, nor could we have been 
diverted from it. We went there, determined to look the matter in 
the face, and to be satisfied with nothing short of fads. And, as we 
informed Capt. Pillsbury that it was our intention to publish an ac- 
count of our visit, we trust he will consider this act of ours as no 
violation of the rules of courtesy, or propriety. 

** He very soon told us, that he nimself, was a member of the 
Congregational denomination, — this we knew before. He stated 
that he had never attended but one Universalist meeting ; and admit- 
ted in the course of the conversation, that he had taken little or no 
pains to make himself acquainted with the views of Universalists. 
We found him professedly liberal; but inveterately and honestly 
hostile to the doctrine of Universalinn, — far the reason that he did 
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ft^ hifHd u^iu it isf Re had heard of tn, our nyiHgs mi. MmgBf 
vHth the hettrinff of the etur, but then his eye saw us ; and face to 
face, we proceeded somewhat in the manner following, which we 
give in our poor way in the form of a dialogue. 

"Editor. Capt. Pillsbuiy, how many conTicts are now confined in 
this prison t 

" Capt. P. About one hundred and seventy-three. 

"Ed, What, Sir, are the religious opinions of the conYicto gen- 
erally 1 

" Qtpt. P. About one half of them, I should think, are believCTS 
in future rewards and punishments, and the other half, perhaps the 
greater proportion, are perfectly reckless and indifierent, m regard to 
a future state. 

"Ed. Well, Sir, have you any Universalists confined beret 

" Capt. P. O, yes ; a number of them. 

"JS/ Well, Sir, I am a Universalist, and a preacher of the doc- 
trine ; and I am anxious to know precisely how many of my brethren 
you have under your care. You say that about one half believe in 
future retribution ; and how many of the other half do yon consider 
Universalists? 

"Capt. P. Why, Sir, I have been asked that question before; 
and, in speaking of the condition of the prisoners, iSter sayinff that 
about one half believe in future rewards and punishments, I eSU the 
rest Universalists. 

"Ed. Well, Snr, we think we have some reason to comj^ain of 
such a classification. I trust that you will not, in the exercise of 
your 'liberality,* set down all who are perfectly * reckless' in their 
opinions, as being Universalists. Pray, Sir, tell me, if you would 
complain of injustice, if we should set down all the convicts who are 
not universalists, as Presbyterians? Now, Sir, although you may 
honestly think, that aU who are * perfectly reckless' in these respects, 
are Universalists, and although we may highly esteem your judg- 
ment, I must be pardoned for saying, that I do not believe that you 
have a sindb Umversalist in this prison. 

" Capt. P. O, Sir, you are entirely mistaken. 

"Ed. Do you positively know of one who is a Universalist 1 

" Capt, P. Yes. There is one man here, whom I have known 
for many years, — I knew him in New Hampshire, when he was a 
prisoner there, and he has been here some time, and I conversed with 
him a few days ago, about these things, and I know fum to be a 
Universalist, and a tlK)rough-going one. 

"Ed. Well, Capt. Pillsbury, will you allow me to see him, and 
ask him a few questions? K he is really a Universalist, I desire to 
know it. 

** [Here Capt. P. promptly arose, called a turnkey, and directed 
him to send Brown into the office.] 

" Enter Brown — a man with a sinister look, large acquisitiveness , 
toeak causality, and low moral faculties ^—apparently about thirty years 
old. He was ordered to be seated, and he obeyed. The investigation 
proceeded, 

Capt, P, Brown, this gmtlenuui is ft UmvomJHt pretdMf , iMdl 
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80 3Foti h9iw piofesied to be & UiUTaBaliflt, he Trkhes So taSc wiih 
yon. You was a Universalist before you came here, — waa yoa 
not? 

"Brofon, No Sir ! I never was much of anything. 

**^ Copt, P. Did you not pretend to be a Univeisalistt 

^^ Brown, No Sir : I once kind o' tried to think that everybody 
would be punished in this world, for their sins ; but I coddn't make 
it out thai they would be. 

^^Ed. Well, Mr. Brown, did you ever attend Universalist meet- 
ings ? 

^^Broxjon. No Sir. 

*'£^. Did you ever read any Universalist books? 

^^ Brown, About twenty years ago, I read "a book written by Mr. 
Ballou, called, I think, Notes on the Parables, and something written 
by Mr. Cobb. But I never understood much about it. 

^^Ed, Have you ever, in your life, been convinced in your own 
mind that Universalism was true ? 

^' Brown, No Sir. 

* * Ed, Well — what have you believed ? 

^' Brown, Well, Sir, I '11 tell you — I have thought that the Metho- 
dists and Free Will Baptists come about as near to it as anybody ! 

^^Ed. Capt. Pillsbury, I do not wish to ask any further ques- 
tions. 

" Capt. P. Very well — Brown, you may go back. 

'* Thus ended the examination. We do not pretend to have given 
the precise words of the conversation, but the dialogue does not vary 
the tithe of a hair, from the sum and substance of it. We cannot, 
in sincerity, say, that we were in the least surprised at the result." 

The following extract is from CappelPs Theological 
Chart : — 

" Facts. 1. In 1824, the State Prison at Auburn, N. Y., wa« 
examined, and a thorough search made among the convicts, and not 
one Universalist could be found, while multitudes were found there 
shut up, who were stanch believers of endless misery. 

*' 2. The same State Prison has recently been examined, and in 
addition to the fact that among more than 900 convicts not one 
acknowledged himself a Universalist, sixteen preachers of endless 
misery were incarcerated within the walls of that prison. 

** 3. The other State Prison in New York, was examined a few 
years since, and out of 600 convicts, not one Universalist could be 
found. 

"4. In 1836, the Ohio penitentiary at Columbus, was visited and 
searched, and of 305 convicts, about 285 were on the popular, ' safje 

SIDE.'" 

The following is from a work entitled, " Recollections of 
Windsor Prison, by John Rejmolds." He was a Methodist 
minister, and like many other preachers of the doctrine of 
no preseot punishment, he found a place in the penitentiairy. 
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Affcer bis release, he agtuoi preaehed as a Methodise, and 

seemed a penitent man. He says : — 

'^ It has been oflen said, that the eonvicts in State Pristms are either 
Atheists, Deists, or Unirersalists, than which, howerer, nothing can 
be farther from the truth. I have known as many as five handled 
while they were in confinement, and I have always made it a prao- 
tice to learn the rehgious opinions of all with whom I have conTcned ; 
and what I am going to write may be depended oa as the actual re- 
sult of my personal inquiries. 

'* Those whom I have known have been educated in the doctrines 
of the endless punishment school, and but few have departed finom 
these doctrines. I have found only two Atheists, not one Deist, and 
but one Universalist. The doctrine of endless punishment is, stnmgiy 
and broadly speaking, the orthodoxy of State prisoners. I am con- 
fident of the truth of this statement, and I make it, not by way of 
slur, or insimiation, against any sect of Christians, but as a &et 
which alt denomituUions may use as they may have occasion. Very 
many of the convicts have been members of churches, and a few of 
them have been preachers. This is a subject of painful reflection ; 
it shows how extremely liable the best of men are to be overcome by 
temptation, and says to those who glory in theur own strength, ' let 
him that thinketh he standeth, take need lest he fiill.' It is no argu- 
ment against religion, that some of its votaries disgraxie it. > There 
are faithful soldiers in an army, from which many desert ; and Chris- 
tianity came from heaven, though many of her avowed friends appear 
to have come from beneath," 

This writer mentions " one Universalut" as having been 
found in prison. This is the only case we ever heard of. 
Let the opposers of Universalism bear in mind, when using 
the state prison argument, that they are not authorized to 
speak in the plural. 

The following is from the ' Trumpet' of March 6, 1841 : — 

"NO UNIVERSALISTS IN STATE PRISON. 

" An orthodox gentleman, a member of Rev. Mr. Rogers' church, 
was in our office on Saturday last, and stated that he had recently 
visited the Massachusetts State Prison in a number of instaaoes. He 
had inquired, he said, of as many as seventy-five of the prisoners, 
whether they were not Universalists, and not one of them confessed 
he had ever believed that doctrine. He said he could not find a Uni- 
versalist in the prison. 

'^ This testimony, let it be remembered, is from orthodox lips, and 
not from a Universalist." 

In a succeeding number of the same paper, (April 3, 1841,) 
after alluding to the above article, the editor says : — 

'' We have another &ct to add to the foregomg. A gentlemaii 
oafied at the Trumpet Oflfee, on Wodaesday of last week, and stated, 
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of his own aioodrd, that he had repeatedly visited the Massachusetts 
State Prison of late ; and that as much had been said about the re- 
ligious dispositions of convicts, he took the liberty to inquire of as 
many as seventy or a hundred what they had believed, and that not 
one confessed that he vfos, or had been a Universalist, He said he 
found the greaterpart of them to have been infidels, or believers in 
endless misery. The gentleman is a member of Rev. Mr. Towne's 
congregation and dturch — a decidedly orthodox church. His name 
is with us, and will be given if necessary to substantiate the story." 

We have ascertained of the editor that this gentleman's 
name is Haskell. 

The Universalist convention of Michigan, recently ap- 
pointed a committee to visit the state penitentiary and as- 
certain the religious views of the convicts. This committee 
were admitted to the prison, and interrogated each prisoner 
in his cell, being accompanied by officers. In their report 
they state the following result : — 

^* One young man, the son of a Presbyterian clergyman, sentenced 
for twenty years, was so certain the doctrine of endless misery was 
true, that he appeared to feel himself insulted when I asked him if 
he believed it. He said, ' Do you mean to ask me if I believe the 
Bible \ ' ' No,' I told him, ' I meant to ask him if he believed the 
Bible taught it.' * Yes, of course it does.' 

" In company with Mr. Titus, the Agent of the Prison, your 
committee would say that all the convicts were questioned as to what 
their religious faith was. And we find that they stand in the follow- 
ing order. We find that sixtynseven are not professors ; and twenty- 
six are Methodists, four Presbyterians, eleven Roman Catholics, one 
Shaker, one Congregationalist, five Baptists, one Duteh, one Dutch 
Reformed, two Lutherans, one Christian, and one Greek. 

" There were no Universalists ; but one was found who acknowl- 
edged that his mother was a Universalist, and he believed that doc- 
trine as right as any ; at the same time he said he had never made a 
profession of religion." 

This man, the uncandid limitarian would set down as a 
Universalist, and a fair specimen of the influence of that 
faith. Yet he was no more a Universalist than any of the rest 
of the sixty-seven non-professors were Methodists, Baptists 
or Presbyterians. It seems that fifty-four were limitarian 
professors. 

Here we have appealed to facts in regard to seven difier- 
ent state penitentiaries ; two in New York, the Connecticut, 
Ohio, Vermont, Massachusetts and Michigan prisons. And 
what is the result ? Wilt thou, Orthodox minister, who hast 
countenanced Mr. Smith, and used and quoted from his 
writiogBi — ^^wiit thou. Orthodox bookseller, who hast pub* 
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lished or vended his fulsome slanders, still dare, in view of 
the future general judgment and endless misery of the finally 
impenitent, to assert that *^Untversalists sympathvte with 
crime ? " Alas ! our appeal is vain. All the sanctions of 
limitarianism, dim and distant at the hest, are neutralized by 
that religious bankrupt law that absolves from all punish- 
ment by a late repentance. 

Xn. INTEMPERANCE. 

Mr. Smith, in common with all the uncandid opposers of 
Universalism, assumes the ground that a belief in the final 
triumph of holiness and virtue, leads to the love and use of 
intoxicating drinks. He pursues, of course, no chain of 
reasoning to show how this faith produces such effects, but 
deals, as usual, in assertions and pretended facts. 

He says, p. 268 : — 

*' Rev. J. M. Peck, general agent of the Baptist Publication So- 
ciety, thus writes in the Christian Watchman, August 5, 1843 : — 
^Passing along the streets of Louisville, Kentucky, last December, 
my attention was arrested by a singular congruity of signs over a 
Btoire. Immediately above the door, in large letters, was the signifi- 
cant word Grocery, which, in western parlance, means a retail 
whisky shop ; and, on another board projecting from the comer of 
the same establishment, in conspicuous letters, I read, UNnrsRSAii- 
1ST Books for sale here.' " 

Now, this sign on " the corner of the same establishment, *' 
indicating the sale of Universalist books, might have belonged 
to another establishment, in another story of the same build- 
ing. It seems the " Grocery " sign was " immediately above 
the door,'* and the book sign " projecting from the comer." 
This would be sufficient to make out a case in the hands of 
such Christians as are most forward and venomous in scan- 
dalizing the believers in God's impartial love. But suppose 
the Universalist books actually to have been kept in a Gro- 
cery. What then? Would this prove that Universalism 
has any necessary connection with intemperance ? The 
writer of this " Review," was, in 1826, well acquainted with 
a man of high standing in the Orthodox church, then under 
the pastoral care of Rev. Mr. Aiken, in U tica, N. Y. This 
gentleman kept and sold all kinds of intoxicating liquors at 
wholesale and retail. I have seen him deal out eleven glasses 
to an intemperate man, in the space of an hour and a half. 
But he kept up family prayer, was active in the Sunday 
School, and bitter against Universalism. His unwillingness 
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lihat his clerk should attend the Universallst meeting finally 
led to their separation. 

He a,ext quotes from * Zion's Herald' of December 8, 1836, 
the following, (pp. 268-9) : — 

' ' ' Some yean ago, the UiuversaJists obtained possession of a church, 
in a town on the banks of the Quinnebaug, in the county of Worces- 
ter. They formed their society, and hir^ their minister. Sabbath 
after Sabbath, they would repair to the church, to hear from their 
Balaam the tidings of gfreat joy. But they were not content, — and 
we oeokl hardly expect it of men constantly in hell. True, they did 
not ask for Laauurus to dip his finger in water, and cool their parched 
tongues ; -<- they took a course the rich man never thought of; — but 
they did send one of their number to the retailer^s, and procured a 
quantum sufficit of ardent spirits. They deposited it in an old school- 
house near by, and, every Sabbath noon, thither they repaired to 
guzzle down their alcohol ; and thus they realized, probably, their 
only spiritual benefit. These acted .in consistency with the first duty, 
to make the best of the world while they staid in it.' " 

'* < This may certify, to whom it may come, that, some years since, 
the Universalists alternately occupied a meeting-house in the town of 
Southbridge, Worcester county, Massachusetts. At that tkne I 
heard it stated, by one of those who attended said meeting, himself a 
Universalist, that he, with several other persons, who attended said 
meeting, had, for their accommodation, spirituous liquors kept in a 
chest, deposited in an old house, formerly a school-house, to which 
place they did repair on Sunday noons. Of the truth of the above I 
have no reason to doubt ; and have never since heard anything stated, 
by any person, that it was not so. 

'* ' The above certificate is given at the request of Mr. Tracy. 

*' * John M^Kinstry. 

" 'Southbridge, Dec. 23, 1835.' " 

For information on this case, we wrote to Rev. R. O. 
Williams, pastor of the Universalist society in Southbridge, 
and received from him an account of the matter which will 
present it, to the candid, in a somewhat different light. 

" SouTHBRiDGE, May 28, 1846. 
" In answer to your inquiries concerning the story and certificate 
of Mr. John M'Kinstry, found in M. Hale Smith's book, I have to 
say, that the circumstances, if they ever occurred, must have occurred 
more than forty years ago, — Mr. M'K. thinks about forty-five years 
ago. Rev. Edward Turner is said to have preached occasionally, 
about that time, in the meeting-house now occupied by the Baptists. 
The Universalists of that period, in common with all other denomi- 
nations, made use of spirit ; and, probably, like others, obtained and 
drank it on the Sabbath. Mr. M'Kinstry thinks that they kept a 
supply of it in a chest for their accommodation, as stated in the cer- 
tifioate. He had no personal knowledge of the afiair ; but heard it 
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stated by two men who Jie sa^B, attended the meetmgs. The names 
of these were Jonathan rerry and Daniel Curtis ; the former of whom 
has been dead about twenty years, and the latter died aboat two years 
ago in Ohio. Neither of them eaa, therefore, be i^ipealed to as eri- 
denee in the case. 

'* -Ikir. M'Kinstry has been a Methodist in sentiment for a great num- 
ber of years, and is now a member in good standing in tint church. 
He is sJso a warm friend of temperance, though for ten years prior 
to fflgning the certificate, (Dec. 1835,) he was engaged in the manu- 
&ctnre and sale of intoxicating liquors. Even at the time of setting 
his name to that paper, he owned the distillery, but he thinks he did 
not-work it then hunself. He had rented it to one of his worionen. 
His views and feelings, howeyer, on that subject, are now entirely 
changed. He can give no countenance to the use and sale of intoxi- 
cating drinks as a common beverage. Nor was it ever his intention 
to bring forward the acts and customs of past times to throw odium 
upon any class of people or any religious sentiments, of the present 
age. lliough, in sentiment, he does not agree with Universalifita, 
yet he doubts not that there are Christian people among them. 

" * The foregoing statements made by Rev. Mr. Williams, in rela- 
tion to an unpleasant affair, axe, so far as I am concerned, substan- 
tially correct. John M'Kinstry.' 

*^ Mr. M'Kinstry, so far as I am acquainted with him, has the repu- 
tation of an upright and candid man, whose veracity will not be ques- 
tioned. He was forced, rather reluctantly, into the attitude he has 
taken in this matter, by the ardor of a young Methodist clergyman 
then living in the neighborhood. I think him sincere in his convic* 
tions, though probably mistaken in what he affirms in his certificate. 
So long a time has elapsed since the events are said to have occurred, 
that entire aocurac^ especially in such second-hand statements, can- 
not reasonably be expected. 

*' The following certificate from a gentl^nan more inmiediately 
concerned in the matter, is entitled to at least equal credit. Mr. J. 
Stedman, so far as I know, is a man of respectability and veracity. 
He was not a Universalist at the time, nor in any way connected virith 
the denomination, except occasionally to attend the meetings. 

** ' Let this certify all whom it may concern, that I owned the build- 
ing mentioned by Mr. J. M'Kinstry in his certificate, at the time to 
which he refers, and occupied it for mechanical purposes ; — that I 
occasionally, perhaps generally, kept spirit in a cupboard in the build- 
ing for the use of myself and my workman, as was customary among 
all at that time ; — but there never was, to my knowledge, any spirit 
kept there by the Universalists for their accommodation on the Sab- 
bath, when they attended meeting ; nor did they, so far as I know, 
ever assemble there on Sundays, to drink spirit which belonged to 
me, or any one else. Nor could they assenmle in the house without 
my knowledge ; for I kept the building locked, and the keys in my 
ovm possession. I think that Mr. M'Kinstry must have fsdlen into 
» miiAake in rolatkui to this matter. Jossph Stedman.' " 

18 
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On pp. 269-70, we find the following statement t — 

** I knew a similar caae in Staffind, Connecticut. The tavern was 
near the Umveisalist meeting-house. At noon, a great part of the 
congregation usually adjourned to the tavern. They went into the 
h^, however, and not into the har-room. • It was asoertained, in a 
short time, that, by an agreement with the landlord, a decanter of 
spirit was placed in the closet of the hall. All who chose hiaid ae- 
eess to it, drank, and laid their money on the shelf. The wife of the 
landlord, one Sabbath morning, removed the decanter. The indig- 
nation of his customers was unbounded. They appealed to the owner 
of the house, who was also the chief man in the Univetssdist society. 
He advised the landlord to satisfy their thirst, adding, as a reason, 
that, if he did not, their * society would all be broken up.' " 

For information on this point, I have applied to Rev. Ira 
Washburn, of Stafford, and received the following certifi- 
cates : — 

4 

" Stafford, Ct., July 2d, 1846. 
" I hereby certify that \ am, and ever have been, the owner of the 
public house near the old Universalist meeting-house in this town, 
and I never had any knowledge of the existence therein of such a 
state of things as is said to have existed there by M. Hale Smith, in 
his book entitled * Universalism Examined, Renounced and Ex- 
posed,' on pages 269-70 ; and furthermore, I never made a dec- 
iarati<m to any one who ever kept that house like or similar to the one 
which the said Smith has attributed to me. Jasper Hyde." 

" Stafford, Ct., July 2d, 1846. 
'* We, the undersigned, hereby certify that some fifteen years ago, 
there was a practice existing among some few of the members of the 
Universalist and Orthodox congregations of repairing to the public 
house kept near by, during intermission on the Sabbath, in an upper 
room of which they frequently had refreshments, and occasionsdly 
ardent spirits, the drinking of which, as a beverage, was not then 
considered a sin or a shame by the 'community at large. And we 
conjecture that it was upon tins practice that M. Hale Smith founded 
the statement commencing on the 26dth page of his work entitled 
^ Universalism Examined, Renounced and Exposed.' 

'^ Moses B. Harvsv, 
"Francis D. Johnson." 

Mr, Washburn, in his letter inclosing the above certificates, 
adds, ** I am told that the tavern-keeper made no profession 
of religion, and belonged to no church or society, and that it 
was common, at that period, for persons of all denominations 
to visit the tavern on the Sabbath, and make use of ardent 
spirits as a beverage." 

Thus it will be seen that Mr. Smith goes back fifteen, and 
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0Ten fohjf year», and quotes the habits whkh were at diat 
tiioe commoQ to all denornkiatioos, as if they weie pecukar 
to UDiversalists, and as if the alleged facts had recently w> 
i^rred. He cwiceab ihe dates, and in this, as in all ibtngs, 
practises the meanest deception. 

We will only add, that, at the time at which the afiair in 
Southbridge is said to have occurred, in many portions of 
the country, an Orthodox minister was seldom ordained with- 
out the use of intoxicating liquors by the clergy who formed 
the ordaining council. The liquor-bill> at that period, consti- 
tuted no inconsiderable item in the Expenses of an Orthodox 
ordination. The social customs of our country have since 
greatly changed, and in bringing about this change, Univer- 
salists have been among the leading spirits. Let the candid 
reader look about in any community where TJniversalists have 
had constant worship for many years, and see if the Univer- 
salist portion of that community are behind the rest, in the vir- 
tue of temperance, or in their activity in promoting the tem- 
perance reform. 

He says again, p. 276 : — 

^' In S^em, i once pleached upon rigfateovsness and temp en mee- 
Some of my principal mea came to me, ajftd threatoned to nail up 
th^ir pews, if I meddled with that subject again. Had I added 
' judgment to come,' I dare not anticipate what me result would have 
been.'* 

We have previously shown that Mr. S. stated in bis letter 
to the Universalist society in Salem, on the closing of his 
labors with them, that they had never made any complaint 
against his preaching. He says, in this letter, ** There is, I 
believe, no complaint against my ministerial or personal char- 
acter, against my preaehingy my doctrine or my life." That 
statement in his letter, is a plain contradiction of the statement 
above quoted from his book. And besides, the writer of this 
preached in the tTniversalist meeting-house in Salem, cm the 
third Sabbath in August, 1840, a short time after Mr.'S. had 
renounced Orthodoxy the second lime, and while he waa 
prea<^hing to a few families of TJniversalists in Lyceum Halh 
rcalfed and spent an hour with him on the Saturday evening 
previous. In the course of conversation, I inquired if he had 
ever discoursed to his people in Salem, while he officiated as 
their pastor, on the subject of temperaTtee. He said he never 
had ; and when I inquired the reason, he said that the. excite- 
ment j^owing out of Mr. Cheever*s article concerning ** Dea« 
c^ (files' .U«»tillery '^ had so prejudiced that commiHuty 



against tbe temperanee moTemenf dial lie had thoaghtit iik« 
exp^ieni to broach ike subjeet in his desk or take any part 
in the moTement. I received the imprefleion tlmt he had been 
a very timid and unfaithful ahepherd. Perhape, however^ he 
was then still insane. 
On p. 279, he says, speaking of the temperance cause :*^ 

** From few sources has this reform met with so violent opposition 
as from the Universalist denomination. When this work began, the 
Universalist ministers preached against it, and the cause was opposed 
with great virulence in their periodicals. Some few faivored the 
reformation ; but they were compelled to be silent, or only allowed 
to speak at temperance conventions. Those who would advocate 
tenqseraoce in their pulpits, were dismissed." 

We believe that difficulties have sometimes arisen in our 
societies on the ground of temperance, and in some few in- 
stances, pastors have found it expedient to take up their con- 
nection, in consequence of such excitements. The disaffection, 
however, has -generally been limited to a few in number. 
We never knew the majority of a Universalist society to op- 
pose a minister on account ot temperance. These temperance 
dtfficnlties are by no means peculiar to Universalist societies. 
They have prevailed, to some extent, among all deneminatioiie 
whose miritsters have taken any part in the temperaneie re- 
form. The Episcopalians have almost uniformly shut this 
movement entirely out from their churches, not allowing a 
lecture, nor even a notice, to be given on the subject from dieir 
pulpits. Who has not heard of the warfare of Kev. Mr. Fier- 
pent among the Unitarians, in regard to temperance ? 

The following reeendy appeared in a Boston paper:— 

** Rev. Charles Walker, of Brattleboro', Vt., has been dismissed 
from his pastoral charge. Cause — gwre ofEBOce by preaching a gos- 
pel tempenxncf iKiTiDoii.*^ 

Rev. Mr. Walker is neither the Universalist nor the Uni- 
tarian clergyman of that place ; and he must therefore be a 
minister of the doctrine of endless punishment It is said he 
is a Baptist 

There is a temperance paper published in Norwich, Con* 
necticttt, called the ' Reporter.' The number of that journal 
for May 2d, 1846,. contains a list of persons who sell, or lease 
buildings for the sale of intoxicating dnnks in Norwich, and 
in some instances, the churches to which they belong. We 
here suppress the names, and give only the &cts in the ca^e. 

The peBBons enume^ited^ are twen^-nine in nosnber. Fi^ 
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9t tbet^^/ttle named in Ae 'Reporter,' as belonging to limW 
|fyria!Qt ohuiches. One of these members, it is there said, keeps 
accommodations for gambling as well as drinking. Another 
18 " a class leader in the Methodist E. chvurch." Another of 
the list '* went forward for prayer at the recent revival, who 
thereby^ professed his determination to live an lamest and 
Christian life." 

Among all those who thus furnish the means of intemper- 
ance to Norwich*, there is not a member oS the Universalis! 
church, nor a pew-holder in the XJniversalist meeting-house. 
Twenty of the twenty-nine attend limitarian meetings. And 
yet some of. the limitarian clergy of Norwich, employed Mr. 
Smith, a few years since, and the Methodist meeting-house 
was opened to him, to lecture against the moral tendency of 
Universalism ! 

Again we read, on p. 250 : — 

' * * Tlie fsct that many of the UniTersalist pi'eachers now appear to be 
the friends of temperance, does not change the fact in relation to what 
they formerly did. It was well understood, among them, that policy 
required them to enlist in the temperance cause. By so doing, they 
could associate somewhat with ministers of the gospel, be recognized 
as such before the world, and, what was more important than all, 
they would gain admittajice into Orthodox pulpits. These were the 
reasons assigned, by the advocates of Universalism, when I was among 
them, for their efibrts in behalf of temperance." 

This is untrue, and we challenge Mr. Smith to produce an 
instance in which any XJniversalist minister gave, as the mo- 
tive for temperance efforts, that he would thereby " gain ad- 
mittance into Orthodox pulpits." Universalist ministers lec- 
ture wherever the temperance societies please to hold their 
meetings. Sometimes they are held in Orthodox meeting- 
houses. So do Orthodox ministers lecture on temperance in 
XJniversalist pulpiis ; and it would be just as candid to accuse 
them of acting m the temperance cause for the sake of gain- 
ing admittance into XJniversalist pulpits. Indeed, there would 
be more shadow of evidence in this case than in the former ; 
for Orihodox ministers, doubtless from the force of habit, 
sometimes introduce the doctrine of endless misery when lec- 
turing on temperance ; whereas we have never heard it com- 
plained that our ipinisters obtruded XJniversalism upon their 
hearers when lecturing on temperance in the pulpits of the 
Orthodox. 

. Rev. Mr. Whittemore very justly says, in the * Trumpet * 
of April IS, 1846 : — " We hare given lectures on temperance 
in; the meeting-houses of the Orthodox, the Baptists, the Uni- 

18* 
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tnriaiiS) th» Methidiitts and die Un^emlistt; and ym ik,v%' 
never heard of an instance in which fiiiilt Was foQnd witb'tw 
for introducing our particular religious opinions." 

The writer of this can also plead innocence of all sectarian 
motive in the temperance cause. He has spoken on this sub- 
ject in the meeting-houses of various denominations. All 
the5«e efforts have been made at the solicitation of believers, 
and often of ministers, of the limitarian faith. And never 
have we heard complaint of sectarianism in these labors, but 
have uniformly received the thanks and courtesies of those 
concerned. 

Orthodox people have sometimes refused to admit XJniver- 
salists into dieir pulpits to lecture on temperance. This was 
not because they feared that Universal ian sentiments would be 
obtruded upon them. No such complaints have been made. 
But the secret of their course was, that they had represented 
Universalists to their congregations, as the enemies of tem- 
perance and all social good. And they feared, that, should 
they allow Universalists to speak for temperance in their- 
desks, as we are accustomed to speak on this subject, their 
people would be undeceived, and the partition wall of prejudice 
they had builded, would be undermined. 

The author insinuates that the efforts of Universalists in 
the temperance cause, are all hypocritical, and only on the 
ground of sectarian policy. He says, " The fact that many of 
the Universalist preachers tiow appear to be the friends of 
temperance, does not change the fact in relation to what they 
formerly did." 

The world knows what Universalists are now doing in the 
temperance cause. The labors of a Cobb, a Whittemore, a 
Thompson, a Skinner, a Streeter, a Thayer, a Miner, a Drew, 
a Chapin, and many others, are not unknown to the friends of 
temperance in New England. The last named gentleman 
received a present of an elegant gold watch from the friends 
of temperance in Boston, for his eloquent and indefatigable 
advocacy of the temperance cause. It was presented through 
the unfortunate Mr. Gough, before his fall. 

And that the candid reader may not have to rely entirely 
on Mr. Smith's assertions, we will give a few scraps of evi- 
dence, more authentic, in regard to what Universalists " for- 
merly did " in this cause. The first resolution in favor of 
temperance, passed by any ecclesiastical body in the United 
States, it is said, emanated from the General Convention of 
Universalists, at its session in 1816. 

The New York State Convention of Uuiversali^i at ito 
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seaman ef 1635, unanimmuly adopted Ae MbwiBg reiolii*' 
tions: — 

*' WheroM the General Conyenfioii of Unmnalkts, at its senHm 
in 1815, paaeed a reeolntion disapprovinff of the nae of aidcnt spirits 
as an airticle of leftoshment, which resolntion has been coniinned by 
various pnblie bodies of oar oarder, at Tarioos periods sinoe then, — 
and wheteas the expression of the opinion of this oonTention maj 
have some beneficLal lendener on this suWect-— therefore, 

' ' Resolved, That we consiaer the use of ardent spirits, by persons in 
a state cf health, to be attended with many great moral and ph^ical 
erils to all classes of society, and we therefore recommend a discon- 
tinuance of a practice so unnecessary and deleterious." 

The General Convention of Universalists again, at its ses* 
sion of 1842, passed the following resolution : — 

" Resohed, That at this age of light upon the subject of temperance, 
persons engaged in manufacturing, vending or using intoxicating 
fiqtrors, as a beverage, thouf^ ever to be treated with Christian kind- 
ness, are not, in the opinion of this body, the proper persons to rep- 
resent the rehgious interests of our denomination as delegates in our 
public ecclesiastical bodies." 

Thus it will be seen that our public bodies took early ground 
and have given repeated expressions in favor of the temper- 
ance cause. 

In New England, where Universalism is most established 
and its practical influence best understood, Mr. Smith's charge 
of intemperance against us, has excited only disgust among 
the candid of all sects. When he was about to visit Nashua, 
New Hampshire, to repeat his lectures against Universalists 
in that place, considerable excitement had just been occasioned 
there, by the death of a man, which, it was thought, was 
caused by treatment he had received in a liquor-cellar. An 
effort was made to call a meeting of the citizens of all sects, 
to express the public feeling in regard to this case. This 
meetini" was postponed, at the instigation of the two Orthodox 
clergymen, until after Mr. Smith's lectures were over. The 
meetmg was finally called by the notice being read in the 
various pulpits on Sunday. 

The meeting assembled according to the notice, in the large 
Orthodox church, and an immense concourse of citizens, of 
all denominations, came together. The proceedings were 
published in the * Nashua Gazette,' from which we extract the 
following items: — 

** Statements were then made by Messrs. Marshall, Banks and 
Danforth, at the request of Ret. L. C. Browne, by whieh it appeared 
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that an attenfyfe waa made to caU this maotiiig a week fittficor.^ Tte» 
of the clergymen were spoken with upon the subject, viz. : the Bap«. 
tist, and the two Congregationalist clergymen. The former consented 
to suspend a series of meetings then in progress in his ohnxch, for the 
pui^KMe of calling this meeting, if thought advisable by the commi1> 
tee. But the two latter, faavinff in progress in their chuiehes,-a seriea 
of lectures by Rev. Matthew H. Smith, were reluctant to suspend 
them ; and the gentleman who visited t^ e\&rgy, for this purpoee^ 
concluded to defer the matter till the present time." 

In consequence of these facts, the following action was 
taken : — 

** A. E. Thayer, Esq., after some remadcs, alluding to the great 
harmony hitherto existing between the different religious societies in 
this place, in their cooperation in the cause of education, of morals, 
and especially of temperance, and deeply regretting the recent viola- 
tion of this spirit of unanimity, offered the following resolution : — 

'' ^Resolved, That the opposition of a part of our clergy and citi- 
zens to calling this meeting at an earlier day, while public feeling 
was still fresh, lest it might interfere with tlie efforts of a hired slan* 
derer to defame the character of a religious denominatioQ who have 
done much for the cause of temperance in our own community, de- 
serves the severest censure of all the friends of good order and social 
harmony.' 

*' After consdderable discussion and excitement, E. A. Dana, Esq., 
moved to lay the resolution on the table, but subsequently withdrew 
the motion, after hearing a few remarks from Rev. Mr. Browne. 

" Capt. Banks then moved that tlie meeting be dissolved, which 
motion did not prevail. 

" The question being then called, the resolution was adopted by a 
large majority ; and the meeting then adjourned, sine die. 

" ISRAEL HUNT, Jr., Oiairman. 

" Chas. F. Stbwart, S&cretairyy 

On the 22d of February, 1844, there was a great temper- 
ance convention in Boston. Rev. M. H. Smith attended, as 
is his custom wherever there is opportunity to make himself 
conspicuous, and took part in the discussions, particularly on 
a resolution recommending temperance hotels to the p^ronage 
of temperance men. His course on that occasion, was the 
subject of much animadversion, both in the convention, and 
subsequently, by the Boston press. The following account 
of the matter we copy from a Boston paper : — 

^' There scarcely ever was an individual, who made himself appear 
more ridiculous, than M. H. Smith did at the late temperance con- 
vention in this city. He came to Boston evidently with the intention 
of glorifying himself; for such an object he seemi^ to have risen to 
speak in the convention, for surely he had nothing to say of any im- 
portajdce. jSis principal endeavor seeqaed to be to excuse the tent^ 
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gfiound that the houses were not so w^ kept, that they had not so 
good beds, and that their carpets were not so Jine and elegant. The 
Orthodox clergy were themselves astonished at the ground taken by 
him, as they Sud that the principle laid down by him woold make it 
neeeasvy for the tempenince community to patronize all the elegant 
oyster saloons and taverns iff the country. If these are the doctrines 
of the dominant party in New Hampshire, we beg they may be 
kept on the nmrth side of the state hne, for we want no such doctrines 
in Massachusetts. Mr. Smith roused the indignation of several of 
the leaders at the ecmvention ; but seeing that he had excited a storm 
which was about to burst upon him, he fled fiom its foioe. Dr. Jew- 
ett, the State Agent, admhiistered a just retribution to him in his 
abeence, and afiinned that he would so<Hier hang up over night on a 
peg like a great coat, than he would be tempted hke his Br. Smith 
by the elegant beds and csirpets into anti-temperance houses. An- 
other eminent member of the convention desciibed Mr. Smith as a 
clerical dandy , who could be brought to abandon temperance houses 
by such considerations. It is neemess to say, that Mr. Smith showed 
himself in the convention no more. Whither he v^ent, we know not. 
With such a leader, must not the cause in Nashua xnake wondrous 
headway!" 

When Mr. Smith was settled over the Congregational 
church in Nashua, his friends predicted that it would lead to 
the overthrow of the Universahst society in that place. But 
during his ministry there, of two years and a half, the only 
persons who gave up their seats in the Universaiist meeting, 
to at^end on the ministry of our author, were two young meu 
engaged in the liquor traffic. 

Zm. PS07ANItT. 

Our author says, p. 11, "While those who attended upon 
my ministry were called the Uberal party, I knew that mo8( 
of them were profane men.** 

We suspect this statement should be taken with considera- 
ble allowance. It savors of the author*s characteristic exag- 
geration. We doubt no4 he had the syinpadiies of the pro- 
fane, as, according to his own confessions, he did not faithfully 
rebuke profanity. But we cannot believe that " most " of his 
hearers were profane men. We know that many who for- 
merly attended upon his ministry in Hartford, Haverhill and 
Salem, are devout people and were sorely tried with the Tan* 
ity and worldliness of their minister. Such was the fact, also, 
while he labored as an Orthodox minister in Nashua. H« 
had son^e devotional hearers who were dissatisfied with him, 
as a minister, and some swearing: supporters who were Ua 
admirers and were loud and profiEine in his applause. These 
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facts grew more fttstn the pecuHarhies of the man than from 
the tendencies of his doctrines, in either case. 
Again, he says, p. 242: — 

" In all the UniyeiBalist chuidies in Boston, there may be found 
men habitnally prolane. They are among the oldest and most influ- 
ential members. The same remark hol(& true in respect to all the 
Uniyersalist churches in the yicinity of Boston. Indeed, it i» true of 
all churches of that sect which I hare any acquaintanee with. 1 
speak advisedly on this subject, and challenge contradiction. I havo 
broken the bread at the communion table, frequently, to persona 
whom I knew to be- habitually profene swearers^" 

The last sentence in this qnotation is perhaps trne. It is 
not so with the writer of this *Keview.* A church was 
formed at Nashtra, under his pastoral care, embracing forty- 
eight members, at the commencement, and these, in four 
years, increased to over one hundred. There were among 
these members none who were " habitually profane," nor a 
single individual, I am confident to affirm, who would not 
have been gladly welcomed as a member of any Orthodox 
church in the land, so far as moral character is concerned. 
And this, I douht >not, may be said of our churches generally. 
Mr. Smith was very iniudicious as a pastor. We have heard 
people in Salem complain that his ambition to count numbers, 
led him to encourage the thoughtless and undevout among the 
younger part of his congregation to unite with the church. 
But what he says of the character of the professors of our faith 
in Boston and vicinity, is untrue. How could Mr. Smith 
know this, if it were true? Is he acquainted in '* all the Uni- 
yersalist churches in the vicinity of Boston ? " 

The following, on this passage, is from the pen of Rev. 0. 
A. Skinner, for ten years pastor of the Tlniversalist church in 
Warren street, Boston » and under whose labors thai church 
was formed:— 

^* The statement of Smith, that men m»y be found habitually pro- 
faae in the churches of Boston, is in my opinion a gross libeL There 
was one man, a young man, in my church that apostatized, and was 
represented as profane ; but afler his apostacy, he did not come to 
the conmiunion, and he ceased to be a member. I believe that there 
are not more worthy, exemplary men in Boston, than compose the 
Fifth Church ; and I beheve that they stand as well in the estima- 
tion of the peop!e, as the men of any church. If you wish to give 
names, take any you please from the list." 

*f We hereby certify, that the statement of Rev. M. H. Smith, in 
ribgard tfr the profanity of the membeis of Umrersalist churches 
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in Boston, found in his book, p. 242, so far as oonoerns the dnncbes 
teapectbrely under our care, is utterly untrue. 

"S. Strektkr, 
** Pastor 4^ First Universulist Church, Boston^ 

"T. D. C<v)K, 
** Pastor of the Fourth Universalist Church, Boston. ^^ 

** So hi 9a my knowledge extends, I know of no instance of pro- 
faneness among the members of my church ; or of the church in 
Ckaikslown. E. H. Chapin, 

^*' Junior Pastor «/* the Second Universalist Onirch, Boston,^^ 

Mr. Chapin was recently pastor of the Universalist church 
in Charlestown. 

We have known instances of profane men in full com- 
munion with Orthodox churches. An unfaithful minister, 
in any denomination, may beget a low state of morals and a 
laxity of discipline. And if we should say that, " In all the 
Orthodox churches in Boston, there may be found men ha- 
bitually dishonest" and that " they are among the oldest and 
most influential members," we suspect it would be difEcult 
for Mr. Smith to disprove the assertion. And yet dishon- 
esty is certainly as great an evil in society, and therefore as 
deep a sin in the sight of God, as profanity. 

In his third book, pp. 2J^4, the author says, speaking of 
Universalist conference meetings, which he calls " wild-fire 
services " : — 

'^ The same persons whom, in the evening, you may hear singing 
revival tunes, may be found, the next day, swearing about the streets.'' 

There may be some profane men, having vocal gifts and a 
taste for sacred music, and perhaps not without religious 
emotions, when occasionally brought under devotional influ- 
ences, who may sometimes attend a Universalist or Metfar 
odist or Presbyterian conference meeting, and take part in 
the singing, out we are quite certain that suck instances 
are not more usual among us than among our limitarian 
brethren. 

In September, 1844, the writer was jouraeying, with a 
band of Universalist ministers, to attend our General Con- 
vention in Baltimore. While passing through New Jersey, 
to beguile the tedium of the way and indulge their reverent 
emotions, several of the passengers joined in singing confer*- 
ence hymns, such as, " When I can read my title clear," 
and others equally general and familiar. Among them was 
one who was observed to be very profane, in conversation 
with his acquaintances. It was suggested that one of us 
should remonstrate with him upon bis sinfulness and incon* 
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ststeacy. Eev. O. A. Skinner was deputed, by aimnimoas 

consent, to perform the duty. He introduced the subject in 
a most kind and skilful manner, and the stranger received it 
in ell good feeling, and talked with great freedom on the 
subject. He believed firmly in endless punishment, — had 
no doubt that if he were then to die, he should go to hell, — 
did not believe in any punishment in this world, — said he 
was as happy as he wanted to be, when in health » and that 
all the trouble of mind he had, was when thinking of the 
future. He expressed a determination to repent heiaie 
death, and be a Christian, — not, of course, to add to his 
happiness in this life ; but to avoid the doom of endless mis- 
ery in the future. He was a limitarian non-*professor. 

Candid reader, if you will just observe extensively and 
carefully, you will find as many profane limitarian church- 
members, in proportion to their numbers, as you will of pro- 
fane Universalist church-members. In either case, it must 
be owing to great laxity of discipline. And you will find 
among the profane who make no profession, a greater, much 
greater, number believing in endless punishment than in 
Universalism. The prime error of such men, is a want of 
faith in present punishment. This was the condition of the 
profane singer in the cars. 

Here we would ask again, in what system of theology 
does profanity originate? Does the practice of calling on 
God to damn men, originate in the idea that God will damn 
a large proportion to all eternity, or in the idea thut he is 
"the Saviour of all men?" We will allow an Orthodox 
clergyman to give the answer. 

Kev. A. W. M'Clure, of the Congregational order, says, 
in his " Lectures*' against Universalism, p. 23, " Universal- 
ists commonly swear Orthodox oaths. Of this fact every- 
body is aware. Let them get angry, and you hear nothing 
but hell, and the devil, and damnation." Now, candid 
reader, if there were nothing but Universalism in society, 
would there be any profanity ? None at all, according to 
Mr. M'Clure's own showing. In the millenial era, all will 
view God as a Savi&ur, and profanity will cease. 

The power of Universalism to subdue the profane heart 
and husn the profane tongue, is well illustrated by an inci- 
dent which occurred in the early part of my own ministry. 
In riding in a stage-sleigh, in O^effo county, New York, m 
the winter of 18^-4, I fell into religious conversation vrith 
a lady of the Methodist persuasion. She took the ^an4 
thftt UailF^rBalism, though joyous to the mind of the <l!hrii« 
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tian, eould he believe it, would never subdue tbe sinner;^ — 
that feajr must be the first motive to re[ientance, with the 
profane and ungodly. Our conversation was overheard, 
though probably not distinctly understood, by a young man 
who had been sitting on the outside of the vehicle with the 
driver. He came inside and took a seat. The road was 
quite uncveu, from recent heavy and drifted snows, which 
caused the passengers to be tossed about uncomfortably. 

The young man growing very impatient, or more proba- 
bly making this a pretence, began to swear, and curse the 
driver and the road. As soon as we came, to a part of the 
road sufficiently even to sdmit of conversation, I thus ac- 
costed him : ** My friend, I do not know but you may be 
offended at my freedom, but I must take the liberty to tell 
you that you have wounded my feelings.*' 

" How 's that ? " said he, gruffly. 

" You know" I replied, " that our feelings are naturally 
wounded when we hear any one we esteem, spoken of dis- 
respectfully." 

<^Yes, but I havn\ spoken disrespectfully of any one, 
have I?" 

" Yes." 

" Well, now, who is it ?" 

"The Deity," I replied, "the Being whom, above all 
others, I esteem and venerate." 

"** How do you know there is any God ? " 

Here followed a conversation of considerable length, on 
the evidences of God's existence- It was argued that if 
there is a God, profanity is sinful, and if there is no God, it 
is foolish and absurd, beside being offensive to good taste. 
The lady joined with the minister, and this drew an apology 
from the young passenger. 

** I admit, '^ said he, ** that it is a violation of good man- 
ners, to swear in the presence of females, and I ask the 
lady*s pardon. But as to the sin, I am not to be frightened 
by priests." 

" I do not wish to frighten you, my friend, but I should 
like to reason with you," I replied. 

Here followed a train of conversation on the paternal 
character of God. When he found the minister was a Uni- 
versalist, he ridiculed that idea. Finally said he, 

'^ Now if there is no hell nor devil, what will be done 
with me for swearing ? " 

Here the paternity of God's character was again set forth, 
and the obligations to gratitude and reverence urged u.^^ 
.19 
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him. *' Would you," said I, *' revile and abuse a father, be- 
cause he was too kind to be cruel in his punishments, and had 
never inflicted and had declared that he never would inflict 
any chastisement upon his children^ but for their own 
benefit ? " 

He paused a moment » seemed touched, and then replied* 
^* Well, I acknowledge that it is wrong. It is a bad habit I 
got into in consequence of pro&ne company, and I have re- 
solved, a hundred times, to leave it off. I really wish I 
could break myself of it." 

" Well, then, if such is your desire, I will, with your leaves, 
suggest a course that I think will aid you in conquering the 
habit. The Scriptures, as I have already shown, teach us 
that God is the Father and Saviour of all mankind. Jesus 
taught his followers to address the Deity as 'Our Father;* 
and Paul, in teaching the idolatrous Athenians this truth, 
quoted the sentiment of the Grecian poet, * For we are also 
his offspring,* The same apostle assures us (1 Tim. 4: 10) 
that God is * the Saviour of all men.' Now, whenever you 
are disposed to take the name of God in vain, or when, in 
the moment of excitement, you are inclined to imprecate his 
curses on your fellows, just call to mind that God is your 
Father, and the Saviour of aU men; — then use his name 
irreverently, or call upon him to damn his other children, if 
you can find it in your heart to do so. And if you must 
swear, instead of saving God, say, My Father" 

This was felt, and the tears rolled down the young man's 
cheeks, in spite of his evident struggle to suppress them. 
" That is not the way," said the stranger, " that my father 
used to talk to me to stop my swearing. If he had talked 
so to me, I do not believe I should ever have got into the 
habit." 

After a time the young man came to the end of his jour- 
ney, took my hand at parting, and thanked me for my coun- 
sel. After ne had left the stage, the conversation \i^ith the 
lady was resumed. She confessed that the idea of God's 
universal and paternal love, exerted a softening influence on 
this young man, and that if he had been assailed with terror, 
•—with the threatenings of heU, he would probably have 
sworn the more. Very few persons who attend regularly 
upon Universalist worship, are ''habitually profane." 
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XIV. TENDENCY OF XTNIVERSALISM TO STHCIDE. 

Mr. S. devotes a considerable portion of his larger work 
to show that were it not for fear of a future endless hell, 
nearly all men would commit suicide. He says, p. 325: 
" The reason that so few, comparatively, commit suicide, is 
found in the fact that there are so few confirmed Universal- 
ists in the world." Absurd as this proposition is, it may 
have weight with some minds ; and therefore we are dis- 
posed to consider it. 

The idea is, that this is so bad a world that men would 
hasten out of it, were it not for the fear that, to the suicide, 
the future world will be worse than this. What a view of 
the Divine character and government ! — that God has made 
the lot of mankind here so miserable ; and that he has crea- 
ted a worse condition for thousands hereafter, and held out 
this prospect, to make us contented with our present lot! 
This is limitarianism distilled. 

Our author further remarks, pp. 207-8 : — 

** Once convinced that death puts an end to all his woes, a final 
period to all his sufferings, and the only consistent act of man would 
be— -to avoid his coming troubles, ana the blighting of his earthly 
plans — to cut the slender thread of life, and step at onoe into end- 
less felicity. This is as natural as for the weary traveller to seek 
his couch or the laboring man to rest £rom his toils.'' 

Again he says of Universalism, p. 351 : — 

*' It has no claim upon men that deism cannot present. It has less. 
Deism has all the sanctions to promote virtue that this world offers. 
And Universalism has no more. Deism goes beyond this life. It 
not only has that natural fear of death, but also that dread of some- 
thing afler death, that makes the worst of men 

' Rather bear the ills they hare 
Thaa fly to others that they know not oV 

'' Universalism removes all this. It assures men that there is noth- 
ing to dread afler death ; and that any soul who can have faith enough 
to cut the slender thread of life, will step, at once, beyond the reach 
of sorrow and su^ring, forever, into peifect happiness.^ 
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He here represents Universalists as believing that there is 
no punishment after death, — that the suicide steps '< at once, 
beyond the reach of sorrow and suffering, forever, into per* 
feet happiness." This Universalists do not affirm. They 
deny endless punishment, and affirm the final holiness and 
happiness of all men. Some, as individuals, hold that he 
who dies in sin, when brought into the presence of God, be* 
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holds him as he is, a Father ; and that heing divested of the 
carnal passions and having, therefore, nothing to alienate or 
draw him downward, he will be at once sabdaed and turned 
to God ; — -that like the prodigal In the parable, he will " come 
to himself," seek and find his Father*s favor and be forgiven 
and saved. Others believe that the salvation of the future 
will be pTOgressire, and attended with fatherly chastisements, 
such as the moral condition of the individual demands, and 
such as are adapted to work his amendment and salvation. 
Does the candid reader see in either of these views, anything 
that would infiiaence kim to suicide ? 

But our author says, if Universalism, as he represents it, 
is true, " then self-destruction must be a duty." We cannot 
see the force o( this. Suppose that €rod had revealed that 
all men wottld be, as Mr. S. says, *' equally and infinitely 
happy hereafter," and that he required of man to submit to 
all the vicissitudes of this life, to cherish its relations and 
enjoy its miimy comforts, and wait God's time for his deliv- 
erance into that unming^ed estate of blessedness above. How 
could disobedience of such requirements, from such a Father, 
be a duty ? .Oar author, in bis zeal to make Universalism 
appear as bad as po6»ibley oftea overstates his ptopositions. 

Attt what is tlielrlie state of the case, in regard to theology 
and suicide ? Let us here consider the causes of suicide. 
1. The most proIMe among these is insanity. Few men 
ever commit suicide in a sane mind. What produces in- 
sanity ? Evidently ai) gloomy influences tend to promote, 
and all cheerful influences to prevent, insanity. The doc- 
trine of Universalism is cheenng, and few XJniversalists, 
comparatively, have been insane or have committed suicide. 
None have ever committed suicide in consequence of Univer- 
salism. The idea that Go^ is good, and heaven the heritage 
of all, drives no one to gloominess, insanity, or self-destruc- 
tion. On the other side, limitarianism is gloomy. It natur- 
ally tends t6 insanity, despair, and, consequently, to suicide. 
The annual reports of lunatic asylums give evidence of this. 
One of the most fruitful causes of insanity, as shown in these 
reports, is religious despondency. Take the last report of 
the New Yoric State Lunatic Asylum, at Utica, which we 
quote, with the appended remarks, from the * Norwich Re- 
publican :' — 

*^ The third anni^al Report of the managers of the New Yoik State 
Lunatic Asylum at Utica, just published, gives some cunous facts in 
TelatioQ to the came qfinstmity among the patients of that institutioB. 
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*< Out of about seren hundred patients who hare been admitted 
nrice the opening, one hnndied and twenty-nme hare been made in* 
ease by rehmooB excitemmit and anxiety. Hus is more than one 
seventh (^ the whole number, and about treble that from any other 
cause. That it may be seen that the religious excitement was not 
altogether of the illegitimate sort, it will be well to state that only 
nineteen cases out of the one hundred and twenty-one have been 
attributed to Millerism. What renders this fact more remarkable is, 
that Utica is in the centre of a great farming district, and a large pro- 
portion of the inmates have been engaged in agrtcultural pursuits, 
wMch are generally supposed to prsYent the mind from ronning into 
undue excitement of any kind.*' 

That active and enlightened philanthropist, Cassius M. 
Clay, thus writes upon this subject : — 

*' Still the great number of persons, driven to madness by religion, 
which does and ought to console instead of maddening, shows there is 
an immense responsibility upon the clergy ; — many of whom we fear 
cannot escape the imputation of an insane and selfish array of eternal ' 
punishment, and an unphilQSophical idea of moral responsibility. Let 
them remember that the religion of Christ is one of love, not of ter- 
ror and damnation ! " 

Hundreds have been driven to despair, insanity and suicide, 
by the conviction that they had committed " the unpardon- 
able sin." 

2. Another influence to suicide, is so great an accumula- 
tion of worldly trouble, that the evils of the present life seem 
to overbalance its comforts. Does Universalism increase the 
evils of life ? Certainly not. But the Universalist, through 
all these Pandoran evils, sees hope at the bottom. This 
hope, together with the idea of gratitude and obligation to a 
Father i bears him up and comforts him in the deepest afflic- 
tion. We have known Universalists whose afflictions far 
outweighed all earthly comforts, on whom the hand of pov- 
erty and pain was heavy, who were confirmed and trium- 
phant in the belief of the salvation of all men, and who, while 
they sighed to depart and rest from sorrow, were resigned to 
wait God's time. We have seen one of this faith, suffering 
the gnawings of a cancer, that rendered life, in a physical 
senss, a burden. Yet was he calm and patient, and in the' 
midst of pain, would sing the praise of Ood. 

Such are the causes of suicide. We have seen that Uni- 
versalism is unfavorable to both these causes. Let us now 
consider the preventives. In case of insanity, no doctrine of 
religion will avail to prevent suicide. The lunatic of suici- 
dal disposition, can be prevented only by force. But in case 
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of the troubles oi life otttweighiAg its comforts^ wha^ will 
prevent seif-destroction ? ^^ Tne feaf of greater troubles id 
a future world," perhaps it will be answered. This, we con- 
fess, if firmly beiieTcd, might operate as a restraint Bttt 
the individual thus situated is, of course, unreconciled to 
God. He would commit suicide, but dares not. Fear, the 
fear of hell, and that alone, restrains him. Is he any better, 
morally, than if he actually committed the deed ? And of 
what use is it to himself or society for such a man to live ? 
All that prevents him is mere selfishness. The faith of end- 
less misery does not reconcile him to the providence of God, 
and he only submits to life, through fear. But the Univer- 
salist, with whom the pains of life are greater than its pleas- 
ures, has a faith that diminishes the pangs ; and he would, 
therefore, be less disposed to suicide, under the same out- 
ward circumstances, than the individual of less cheerful faith» 
And even did suicidal thoughts intrude, his ideas of gratitude 
and moral obligation, would work reconciliation. And he 
would submit to life, not selfishly, and through fear of a 
worse condition hereafter, but filially and from the sense of 
moral obUgation. 

A man whose ruling elements of character were those of 
selfishness and fear, would perhaps be sooner restrained by 
the doctrine of endless punishment. But with one in whom 
gratitude and love were stronger, Universalism would be the 
surer preventive. All will admit that to submit to trials from 
gratitude and obligation and hope, would be more Christian 
than to submit through fear and selfishness. And as Uni- 
versalism tends to cultivate the sentiments of gratitude and 
hope, and the opposite doctrine, those of fear and selfishness, 
we must conclude that a community of Universalists would 
be more reconciled to God's providences, and would be more 
restrained from suicide, and that from higher motives, than a 
community of limitarians. Fear and selfishness restrain the 
limitarian ; hope and obligation, the Universalist. Which 
is the stronger ? With those educated under fear and re- 
ligious selfishness, those are the stronger. With those edu- 
cated under the influences of love and hope, these are the 
stronger. Which are the nobler and more Christian mo- 
tives? Certainly the latter. Love is the ruling element 
with the Universalist, and fear with the limitarian. But 
which is the stronger in the abstract, love or fear ? Let us 
appeal to fact. Love will make the parent rush into the flood 
and flames to rescue the objects of that love. Will fear do 
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But there is anoftlier preventrre of suicide, mere general 
and |«evailing than either of these. This is ihat natoial lore 
of life implanted by Deity in all men. This lore of life will 
be strong, in proportion to the enjoyments of life. The faith 
of Universalism robs life of its gloom and thus increases life's 
enjoyments. It consequently increases the love of life and 
diminishes the tendency to suicide. The doctrine of endless 
punishment englooms life and lessens the lore oS it, and thus 
far, tends to suicide. 

But this natural, constitutional love of life, is strong enough 
with most persons, of aU religious creeds, to prevent self- 
destruction. It will make us cling to life, even under the 
weightiest pains, and while we cherish perfect confidence in 
our future happiness. The certainty of being admitted into 
a better world at death, does not extinguish this love of life, 
even in seascms of present sufiering. People of Orthodox 
feith, send for a physician, in case of sickness, and use all 
mestns for their recovery, not from the fear of future misery, 
but frmn this inherent love of life. I have an instance now 
in mind. Rev. Henry Wood is a Congregational minister, 
editor of the ' Congregational Journal,' published at Concord, 
N. H., and a violent opposer of Universalism. He has re- 
commended Mr. Smith's larger work to " universal perusal, 
for the disclosures it makes of the heartless system it con- 
futes." We cut from a newspaper, the following certificate 
from the pen of this distinguished Orthodox divine : — 

"Concord, N. H., Marches, 1846. 
"Mr. S. W. Fowle, — De€ar 5Sfr; — Two years ago the past 
winter, a sadden and violent attadc upon my lungs by exposure to 
cold, confined me to my room and bed for several weeks ; and when 
I recovered I was so mucb oppressed by difficulty in breathing, that 
I was incapable of rapid walking and violent exercise, and often was 
unable to sleep or rest upon a bed by night. The suffering was fre- 
quently extreme, and judging from the inefiicacy of the remedies used, 
I supposed the disease incurable. Being persuaded to try a bottle of 
Wistar's Balsam of Wild Cherry, without the least confidence in its 
efficacy or that of any other prescription, no one can fully understand 
my surprise and joy, when I found the difficulty almost entirely re- 
moved before one bottle was used up. Having a mortal aversion to 
medicine, and seldom using it in any fonn, nothing but S3rmpathy 
with my feUowHeiuffeTerB induces me to make this public statement 
and recommend the article to others similarly afflicted. 

" With respect, yours truly, 

" Henry Wood." 

No one will suppose that Rev. Mr. Wood entertained any 
fears of future endiless misery. And yet it was with incou- 
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ceivable " surprise and joy," that he " found the difficulty 
almost entirely removed." Mr. Wood loves to live, notwith- 
standing he expects to go to heaven. And when he found 
he was in danger of going prematurely, he resorted to *• Wis- 
tar*s Balsam of Wild Cherry." And suppose he believed that 
all others would shai:e in that inheritance of God*^ free grace, 
think you, candid reader, he would have been driven to sui- 
cide ? If the certainty of one's own future happiness does 
not destroy the love of life, how can it be destroyed by the 
hope that other people will be happy ? 

This love of life is a wise provision of Deity. It induces 
us to bear life's troubles and to live for society and family. 
Qod appeals to this motive, in the ** first commandment with 
promise." " Honor ihy father and thy mother; that thy days 
ma,y be long upon the land which the Lord thy God giveth 
thee." Accoraing to Mr. Smith's logic, it would have been 
a stronger motive to obedience, had Deity promised, as the 
reward of filial duty, early death, instead of longevity. But 
God, who made us, knew the stronger principles he had im- 
planted in our natures. 

When the patriarch pleaded with God to spare Sodom and 
Gomorrah, he urged his intercession on account of the right- 
eous. He said, " Wilt thou also destroy the righteous with 
the wicked ? " (Gen. 18 : 23.) Did Abraham fear the right- 
eous would go to endless misery? Certainly not: but he 
acted from the impulse of that love of life, inherent in human 
nature. Had Abraham believed in the endless punishment 
of the wicked, he would more probably have urged his peti- 
tion on behalf of the wicked instead of the righteous. He 
would have said, " Wilt thou destroy these wicked men in 
their impenitence, cut them off from all opportunity of repent- 
ance and consign them to endless sinfulness and misery? 
Rather let the righteous die and give the wicked space for 
penitence." ^ 

But we must here leave theorizing and attend to facts, as 
our author argues the proposition, that Universalism leads to 
suicide, from pretended facts. On p. 263, he says : — 

'* When a man died of delirium tremens, was hanged or drowned 
by his own act, I was called, as a matter of coarse, to attend the 
funeral." 

And again, third book, p. 47 : — 

I* If a man hangs himself, or dies of delirium tremens, no doubts 
exist as to who -wHH attend his fmieral, or what bell will announce 
/eif interment." 
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NovT we sric the candid reader to cast orer in Ms mind tlt« 
cases he has kxKVwrn of death by delirium tremens and suicide, 
and estimate whnt |iiopo?tioD <» these onfortuoateTictiras have 
professed a belief in Universalism ; and what proportion of 
such funerals have been attended by XJniTeisalist ministers. 
We are confident that the canvass wcmld count krgely on the 
side of endless misery. We judge by our own experience and 
observation. During a ministry of moie than twelve years, 
we have attended near two hundred and fifty funerals, and 
only three o( these have been cases of suicide. Two of these 
cases were occasioned by insimity and the other by intemper* 
ance. 

Neither of these made any pretensions to UnhrersaKsm. I 
was called because their friends were Universalists. One of 
these, an unfortunate young woman, was a member of Rer. 
M. Hale Smith's meeting, at Nashua. 

^^I hereby oertifj that Miss Sanh Wadleigb, who boarded 
with me, hvmg herself io my chamb^, ia the month of May, 1844, 
afler having made three previous attempts to poison herself. When 
she attend^ meeting, her place of worship was the Congregational 
meeting, then under the pastoral charge of Rev. Matthew H. Smith, 
in Nashua. ^* Mrs. Sabah A. Phiujps. 

'< Nashuoy Jwltf 98, 184CL" 

During my residence of six years in Nashua* tbeie were 
four suicides in the place. These were a Mr. Fletcher, a Mr. 
Nesmith, a young man by the name of Harris, and Miss Wad- 
leigh. The three last named were connected with the Con- 
gregational meeting to which our author ministered, and the 
funerals of Mr. Nesmith and Mr. Harris were attended by Mr. 
Smith's predecessor. Rev. Mr. Magee. Neither of these sui- 
cides ever attended a Universalist meeting, to my knowledge. 

The writer has now resided in Norwich, Connecticut, fiP- 
teen months, during which time there have been, probably, 
three cases of suicide in the town. Neither of these suicides 
professed any faith in XJniversalism, or ever attended a Uni- 
versalist meeting, so far as I can learn. Ail were probably 
occasioned by insanity. One of these, a female, had suffered 
from religious jB^loom. She had been the subject of religious 
excitement. The writer attended one of these funerals, some 
of the relatives being Universalists. The other two funerals 
were attended by limitarian clergymen. 

Such has been the result of my own observations in the 
ministry, which, I presume, has not been peculiar. Let the 
candid reader judge. I will hei^ ]»inark» howeTer» that XJui- 
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veTsdist ministers are sometimes caUed to officiate at the fu- 
nerals of suicides where neither the subject nor the relatives 
are Universalists, because limitarian ministers are sometimes 
reluctant to attend, and acknowledge that they have, in such 
cases, no sources of consolation for the mourner. Theirs is 
not that Saviour who was sent, according to Isaiah 61 : 2, " to 
comfort aU that mourn." A memorable instance of this kind 
occurred many years ago, near the Connecticut river, in New 
Hampshire. A favorite young man, a professor of religion, 
the son of Orthodox parents who designed him for the minis- 
try, fell into religious melancholy and finally committed sui- 
cide. The afflicted father went to his own parish minister 
for consolation. The minister told him that he could not offi- 
ciate with any heart upon the occasion, for, said he, " I do not 
know of a word of consolation for your case in all the Bible.'' 
The father went also to another and another limitarian minis- 
ter, of different denominations, in the vicinity, who gave him 
similar answers. At length one of these ministers suggested 
that he send for " Old Father Barnes," a Universalist minis- 
ter, who resided a few miles down the river. Universalists 
were then rather unestablished and the small influence they 
exerted had not elicited so deadly a hostility on the part of 
their limitarian brethren, as exists at the present time. The 
suggestion was agreed to, and Father Barnes officiated. He 
chose, as his text, 1 Cor. 4:6. " Therefore judge nothing be- 
fore the time, until the Lord come, who both will bring to light 
the hidden things of darkness, and will make manifest the 
counsels of the hearts ; and then shall every man have praise 
of God.*' The result of this occurrence was the conversion 
of the family of the deceased, and many others in the neigh- 
borhood, to Universalism, and the rapid spread of that senti- 
ment, all along the valley of the Connecticut, in New Hamp- 
shire. My informant was Rev. Dolphus Skinner. 

Thus far in regard to Universalist ministers officiating at 
the funerals of suicides. In regard to " delirium tremens," — 
the writer has been called to attend the funerals of a few cases 
of this kind, but far the greater portion of such funerals, in the 
circle of his knowledge, have been attended by limitarian cler- 
gymen. We have known cases of this malady, the subjects 
of which belonged to the Orthodox communion. Having al- 
ready considered the charge of intempemnce urged against 
Universalists, we need not dwell longer upon this point here. 

The most sickening features of Mr. Smith's books, are his 
republication of scandalous stories which were refuted in Uni- 
rersaliflt papers years ago, while he was in our ministry. He 
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has rerpublcshed several such, which he knows to he false, and 
to have been proved false years ago. Such are the facts in 
regard to the following story, found on pp. 323-4: — 

" A man in the city of Utica, New York, became weary of life, 
and resolved to end it. He said he thought Grod did not wish to have 
him hve any longer on earth, he made him so miserable ; and he 
purchased a quantity of laudanum with which to take his life. He 
swallowed the poison, but medical aid was at hand, and his plans 
were defeated. 

'' Soon after this, he mairied ; but his domestic relations were not 
happy. He resolved now to leave the woild. He purchased two 
pistols, picked the flints, and loaded them with care. He then sent 
for his minister, the Universalist preacher in Utica, to visit him. 
The preacher came, bringing an associate with him. To his minis- 
ter he said, * Where shall I go when I die V 'To heaven,* was the 
reply. * Have I anything to fear beyond death? ' * Nothing,' was 
the response. ' So I believe. I am tired of this world, and mean to 
seek a better.' He laid his hands upon his pistols, and, as he raised 
them, his spiritual guides took the alarm. ' otop,' cried one of them, 
' stop ; there may be a hell, afier all.' The desperate man gave him 
a look of withering indigrnation, and exclaimed, * You do not believe 
the doctrine you preach. You are a deceiver. But I believe that all 
men will be happy at death. I will convince you that I thus be- 
lieve.' He raised both pistols to his head ; they flashed in the pan, 
and immediately he was secured. Before they parted, he informed 
his spiritual guides that he had done with them ; that now he had an 
opportunity to judge of their sincerity. 

** Universalists have never denied the fiu;ts stated above. They 
attempt to traduce the character of the man. But they dare not de- 
ny the statement. My authority is an elder in the Presbyterian 
church, a man well known to the religious world. He was present 
in the session of the church in Utica, and heard the individual make 
the statement I have recorded." 

Let it be here observed that Mr. S. says, " Universalists 
have never denied the facts stated above." True, they have 
never denied the facts^ but they have denied the fahehoods in 
the case. We will now give the candid reader the statements 
that were made and published by Universalists many years 
ago, in relation to the case. These statements were made 
before Mr. Smith left the Universalist ministry, and he was 
familiarly acquainted with the whole afl&ir. This story was 
originally contradicted in the • Evangelical Magazine and 
Gospel Advocate,* a Universalist paper published at Utica, 
N. Y. It was republished in the * Trumpet' of February 26th, 
1842, from which we copy. In reading these certificates, let 
it be remembered that Rev. Messrs. Aiken and Lansing, there- 
in immed^ are Presbyterian ministers, and that the fileeckeit 
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street chtiwh, mentioned in the certificate of Dr. Meadiam, is 
a Presbyterian church. It should also be observed that Rev. 
Dolphus Skinner, " the Universalist preacher in Utica," to 
whom Mr. Smith refers, is and ever has been, a tenacious be- 
liever and advocate of future limited punishment, and never 
could have made the remarks attributed to him. He had ad- 
vocated future punishment in his paper, the ^ Magazine and 
Advocate,* years before this story^ is. dated. Here follows the 
refutation of this story : — ' 

STATEKENT OF FACTS RELATIVE TO THE ATTEMPTED SUICIDE. 

[Written in 1832.] 

*^ Till the day on which the much talked of suicide was attempted, 
(I think in March, 1831,) I never knew, nor, to my knowledge, had 
I ever seen, Cornelius H. Francisco. Nor was I then sent for by 
him, as has been stated. I was walking from the west to the east 
part of the city, in the afternoon, and met (as I supposed by accident) 
a Mr. Ladd, the father-in-law of Francisco. He spoke to me, and 
requested that I would accompany him to the house, (he and his son- 
in-law lived in the same house,) and see if I could prevail on Fran- 
cisco to give up his pistols, for he then had a brace of pistols loaded 
with balls, which he had carried to bed with him the night before ; 
which no person or means could prevail on him to relinquish ; and 
that he seemed determined on shooting himself. It is true, Mr. 
liadd remarked to me that F. had expressed a wish to see Rev. Mr. 
Aiken, pastor of the Presbyterian church in Utica, Mr. Doolittle, 
(the man in whose employ F. then was, he being a boat-builder by 
trade,) and myself; though he knew not why he wished to see us 
three. I accompanied him towards the house, stopping by the way, 
and requesting Rev. A. B. Grosh to go along with us, which he did. 
On arriving in the street opposite the house, a boy came up who had 
been sent for Mr. Doolittle, the employer of F., and said Mr. D. re- 
fused to come, on the ground that F. had the evening before pointed 
a loaded pistol at him, apparently with intent to take his life ; though 
I subsequently learned that this statement was in part erroneous. 
On hearing this, I hesitated about going in — not knowing what 
might happen. While thus hesitating, Francisco unlocked the 
door of the room in which he had shut himself up, and came to us in 
his shirt sleeves, with a hasty and unsteady step, a bloated face and 
swollen eyes, and, bursting into a flood of tears, seized me by the 
hand, and drew me forcibly towards the house, saying, ' Mr. S. you 
are my friend, come along with me — I am wretched — ^I must die,* 
* Die ! I hope not,' said 1, * at least not by your own hand.' * Mr. 
S. you say, don't you, that Christ died for all — that all will be 
saved? ' * I say he died for all, to be sure, (for the Scriptures assert 
it,) not, however, for the purpose of giving license to sin with impu- 
nity, but for the purpose of reconciling us to God. And by this act 
of self-destructioa, which you seem to meditate, you show that you 
sue unreconciled to God, and thereby boldly to re^ themediBtioa of 
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Cbrist. But you must lemeiiiber G«d is ft nghiewm woA just Go4t 
as well as a Saviour — he will lender to every man aocoidmg to his 
works, and the guilty shall in no wise go unpunished.' 

'^ He then drew me through the hall into the room where he had 
been during the day, shut the door, and was about locking it, when 
I spoke and said, ' But you will let my friend Groth come in, will 
you noti ' < O yes,' said he, and after letting him in, raid to his 
father-in-law, * Mr. Ladd you can't come ii^* -— and immfidiately 
closed and locked the door, (Mr. L. remaining and listening without.) 
The following conversation then took place : 

^* & What is the matter, Mr. Francisoo? what can be the cause 
of your unhappiness ? 

'* JF". I am unhappy, and I must die. 

'^ S, Die ! what, by your own hand ! But why most you die ? 

" F. I must die. 

'* <$. No, you must not die now, and in this way. Why destroy 
that life that Grod has given you for the noblest of purposes? Has 
not Grod always been good to you ? 

" F, Yes. 

*' jS. Well, have you any reason to doubt but what he will always 
be good to you 1 

" F. No ; but I mu^ die. 

'' S. You must not die by your own hand — the voice of nature 
and nature's God, the voice of reason, of humanity, of Scripture, of 
religion, and the voice of everything in creation, cries out against the 
dreadful deed. 

^^ F, I am miserable, and J must die. 

'* iS. This miist not be, Mr. F. You have a wife, whom at the 
sacred altar you solemnly vowed to provide for, and a child, which, 
by every sacred tie of a father, you are bound to love and provide for. 
Will you thus violate all these solemn ties, and in opposition to the 
voice and laws of God, and all nature, destroy that life that he has 
given you? 

" F. [Weeping.] My wife I love — my child I adore ; but I must 
die. 

*' Afler some minutes of similar conversation to the above, Mr. 
Grosh occasionally taking some part, without any apparent effect on 
F., I observed, ' Perhaps you may esteem it a mark of courage or 
bravery thus to dare your Maker and rush upon death. It is, how- 
ever, no mark of courage, but rather of cowardice — it shows that 
you have not the moral courage necessary to enable you to live and 
overcome the trials of life — true courage is, to conquer, not to yield, 
to tlie evils that assadl us.' * No,' said he, ' I am no coward, Mr. 
S., I am a soldier; and you shall see that I am no coward.' He 
then stepped to the back part of the room, and drew out his pistols 
from his pocket, cocked them and presented the muzzle of one to his 
breast, and the other to his head. * Stop,' said I, ^ Mr. F. you vrill 
not be guilty of t^at dreadful deed in our presence, will you ? ' and 
immediately stepped round behind him, and reached my hands over 
his shoulders, (he being seated on a stool or trunk,) took hold of bis 
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wmts, iiid entreated him to give up his pistols to me. He refused. 
I then promised to give them back to him, should he insist on it, if 
he would only let me take them a little while. But entreaty was as 
vain as argument. He, however, paused some time ; his father-in- 
law was let into the room, the conversation went on, and more argu- 
ments against suicide, and more entreaties to him to give up the pis- 
tols were employed, but without efiect. When suddenly presenting 
the pistok as before,' one to his breast, and the other to his forehead, 
he snapped the one at his head. It providentially missed fire, 
(though well loaded and primed,) probably in consequence of the 
flint being new, and the first edge of it crushing as it struck the lock. 
I instantly stepped to him, reached over his shoulders, seized one of 
his wrists in each hand, and immediately gave a signal for assistance, 
(he being a very strong, athletic man,) when Messrs. Grosh and 
Ladd sprung to my aid, the door was burst open, and others came 
into the room, and it was only by a severe and protracted struggle, 
in which my own hands were considerably torn, that we succeeded 
in wresting the weapons of death out of his hands — for he hugged 
them with the grasp of a lion-like desperation. 

** He was then bound and taken to the watch-house for the night. 
Next morning he appeared sober and rational, and very thankful 
indeed that we had saved his life at the imminent risk of our own. I 
afVerwaids learned, that he had drank about a pint of brandy that 
day, though there was no appearance of intoxication. This he stated 
himself, and said that he had drank it for the purpose of nerving 
himself for the dreadful deed of self-destruction. Nothing was said 
by him during the whole of the transaction, about Universalism, or 
any other doctrine, or the subject of religion in any way, except what 
is related above. He never was a member of any Universalist soci- 
ety, and if he were a Universalist, it seems singular that I should 
never have seen him, to my knowledge, till that day, and equally sin- 
gular that he should have expressed a wish to see Rev. Mr. Aikin 
on the day of the contemplated suicide. Dolphus Skinner, 

" Pastor of the Universalist Society, Utica, N. Y." 

" This is to certify that the statement of facts made by Rev. Dol- 
phus Skinner, respecting the case of ComeUus H. Francisco, is sub- 
stantially correct, so far as I was then acquainted with them, and 
can now remember them. Nor is it likely that such an event will 
soon be forgotten. One circumstance Mr. Skinner has omitted, wor- 
thy of notice. When he asked Francisco for the reasons which im- 
pelled him to his desperate resolution, he sternly and invariably re- 
fused to give them — saying, * that is not your business — I know, 
and that is enough ' — * that is my business,' &c. If Universalism 
was, in any wise, the cause, it is most singular that he should refuse 
to state it. 

'^The morning after the attempt, I called at the watch-house, 
where he was confined, to see him. Mr. Parmele, (constable,) now 
at the south, was preisent. Several other individuals not remembei«d, 
and I think Mr. Ladd was also present in the room. Whether ihev 
heard (or, hearing, remembered) the conversation, I cannot tell. 
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Tnaeaaco seemed calmer, but BtUl eomewlist trdubled in mind. H» 

appeared much astonished at what he had said and done, and pro- 
fessed ignorance of nearly all that had passed, while Mr. Skinner 
and myself were present, the previous day. How came he to re- 
member any of it, and particularly what had never occurred, at his 
conversion? If he possesses double consciousness, one must be 
false. BeUeving him partially insane, and that it was necessanr to 
Know the cause, if possible, that the effect might be removed, I di- 
rected my inquiries to that point. In reply, he stated that he had 
been subject to a depression of spirits ever since he had been amon? 
Uie Methodists — that it followed after trances, etc. — that it had 
led him frequently to meditate, and once to attempt suicide by 
laudanum — that the attempt failed, hence his resort to pistols in 
this case. I spoke of recreations, rich diet, tonics, etc., as a prob- 
able remedy. He said stimulants always made him more melancholy. 
He had been free from this depression of spirits for some time, but 
having had the ague lately, he had resorted to tonics, which had 
probably brought it on again. I then suggested blood-letting, and 
good medical attendance. He also said that he had very lately re- 
ceived a letter from a brother, manifesting a design to cheat him out 
of his share of their father's estate — that if a brother could use him 
thus, the world was not worth living for, etc. In all this coffrersa- 
tion, he never even intimated that Universalism was any inducement 
to his attempt at suicide. 

<' After Francisco had joined Dr. Lansing's church, I had several 
(certainly two) conversations with him on the subject of his reported 
conversion from Universalism ; and the slanderous tales of what was 
said to have occurred at his attempt to commit suicide. He alwayB 
indignantly denied their truth, or that he ever gave cause for their 
circulation. He said, ' Universalism had many good things in it, but 
as a whole, (or * as a system,') he never could or did believe it.' I 
told him Rev. Mr. Loss told me that he saw a declaration, embracing 
the substance of the reports in circulation, signed by him, (Francis-^ 
CO ;) and that said declaAtion might one day be published. Fran- 
cisco immediately said, with much warmth, * You will never see such 
a declaration — 1 never gave such a statement.' More might be 
added, and witnesses referred to, but the above may suffice for the 
present. 

*' I cannot close, however, without stating that I then believed, 
and do yet believe, that Francisco lied to both Presbyterians and 
Universalists — telling the first party the story as circulated by them, 
and denying to us that he had ever made any such statement. And 
it is a matter of serious regret, that otherwise respectable men should 
attempt to sifpport such a villain in his falsehoods, merely because 
they are aimed at Universalists and Universalism. Men of undevi- 
ating morality and unimpeachable veracity are disbelieved by them, 
and C. H. Francisco, stained with every dye of recent crime, is be- 
lieved in preference — no; not believed — that cannot be — but put 
forward that the public may believe him ! They thus made it their 
seeming interest to support him — gave him a letter declaring he was 
in ffood standing in their chuvch, and he went off, diseased in body 
and mind with iniquity, to show this letter — ^\Bii3ti^«2RiSABM»^ 
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tliB unauspecdng, and thos necanAj ruin them *— disgnoe his leeom- 
menders, the chuich and the religion he professed amid all his crime. 
He is let abroad on his errand^- the letter of recommendation has 
not as yet been recalled ! These men certainly owe it to Francisco 
—-to the slandered and injured — to themselves — to their church-— 
to community — to Grod — immediately to atone for their error by 
withdrawing that letter publiciy, and warning the world against him. 
'' Utka, June 11, 1835. A. B. Grosh." 

*■*■ This may certify that Cornelius H. Francisco married a daughter 
of mine for biis first wife, and was in my family much of the time for 
several years. I am well acquainted with him, and with all the cir- 
cumstances related above by Mr. Skinner and Mr. Grosh. The 
statements of Messrs. Skinner and Grosh are correct as far as they 
go ; but the one half is not yet told. Mr. Francisco was a cruel and 
unfeeling husband, and abused his wife beyond endurance, insomuch 
that she wa& obhged to refuse living with him, and I to forbid him 
the liberty of my house. He was habitually guilty of drunkenness, 
adultery, visiting the filthiest brothels in this city, and almost every 
nameable vice ; and that, too, after he became a member of Dr. Lan- 
sing'' s church. He was also guilty of bigamy, and I think polygamy. 
He malried a girl by the name of Riley, of Manlius, Onondaga Co., 
some time be£»re ^ death of my daughter ; and also exultingly 
showed to two respectable gentlemen in this city, a certificate from a 
Justice of the Peace, in Youngstown, Niagara county, certifying his 
marriage to another lady, belonging (I think) to Canada, some months 
before his marriage in Manlius. A short time before he united with 
the Presbyterian church in this city, he came to my house and ur- 
gently solicited my daughter to consent to hve with him again. She 
reproved him fcHr his vicious and debauched habits, and tenderly en- 
treated him to abandon them, and strive to regain his lost character, 
promising, if he would, that she would live with him again. He 
laughed at the latter idea, and remarked, that as to his character, he 
cared nothing about that — for he could i^establish that in a few 
days' time, whenever he pleased, by attending a protracted meeting 
and joining the Presbyterian church — that he had once joined the 
M'thodists, and could then pray, and talk, and exhort as well as any 
of them ; and he could do it wiUi the Presbyterians ; and he rather 
thought he should take that method to reestablish his character. 
Some time after he became a member of Dr. Lansing's church, he 
again came to my house and urged his plea to live with his wife, on 
the ground that he had reformed and would Uve <a virtuous life if she 
would consent to hve witn him. She much doubted both the genu- 
ineness of his reformation and the sincerity of his professions, and for 
some time utterly refused. Bnt at last, overcome by entreaty, and 
the most solemn promises on his part, she reluctantly consented. 
And thus, with the heart of a demon, he completed her martyrdom 
by remaining with her one or two days, and imparting to her his own 
loathsome disease, contracted at brothels, and then left her, exulting 
to his depraved companions that he had succeeded so well in his de« 
mgA* ohe bulled her wmenw and wietchedneas deep in the leoemm 
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of her own heart, and remsined silent, ti& modical aid was useless — > 
her heart was broken, and the peaoefol grave soon oaTe her a resting 
place, where * the wicked cease from troubling ana the weary are at 
rest.' I, last summer, saw the lady he mamed in Manlius for his 
second or third wife, while h» first was liviiiff . She deen>]y sympa- 
thized with me in my afflictions. She had lonff since leamed his 
character and refused to lire with him, saying, she never desired to 
see his face again. George W. Laod. 

'' N. B. The above I am willing to make oath to, ataay time. 

"G.W. L." 

" This may certify, that I concur in the statement of Mr. Ladd, 
above expressed, and as I attended Mrs. Francisco professionaliy, 
during her sickness, believe that her death was occasioned by the 
abuse and vices of her husband. Soon after his union with the 
Sleeker Street Church, he called at my office on his return from a 
tour to the west, and inquired after the health of his wife ; and when 
answered that her health was not good, he replied, * If yon will kill 
her off, I will pay you well for it ;' and then exultingly showed a 
certificate of his marriage to a young lady, (as he stated, from Cana- 
da,) at Youngstqwn, Niagara county, N. Y., by a Justice of Peace 
by the name of Ashbel G. Hinman. He, at the same time, made 
application for remedies to rid his constitution from the e^cts of his 
immoralities, or secret vices, as he had several times previously done. 

'^Utica, June 15, 1836. I. N. Meacham, M. D." 

<' This may certify, that, in the fail of 1832, 1 visited Bu^o, and 
was there informed by several respectable people, (citizens,) that Cor- 
nelius H. Francisco had recently spent some lime in the place — that 
while there, he was frequently seen intoxicated ; and when spoken 
to about the irregularity of his habits, he had taken from his pocket 
a certificate of his good standing in the Bleeker Street Presbyterian 
Church in this city, signed by Dr. Lansing, and in a swaggering 
manner boasted that his character was above impeachment wlule he 
carried such certificates in his pocket. A. S. Pond. 

*'Uuca,Jan. 15, 1835.'' 

"This is to certify, that, in a conversation which I held with 
Francisco, shortly after he united with the Second Presbyterian 
Church in this city, concerning his attempt to commit suicide, he in- 
formed me that he was led to it in consequence of troubles of a private 
nature, and did not so much as intimate that religious sentiments 
were in any way whatever connected with the transaction. I then 
informed him of the reports which the Rev. Mr. Loss and others were 
circulating, and asked him if he had ever told the Presbyterians that 
Mr. Skinner said to him, at the time he attempted to commit suicide, 
* There may be an eternal hell after all.' He replied in positive 
terms, that he did not. David Owens. 

" Utiea, June 16, 1835." 

Messrs. Pond and Owens are highly respectable citizens of 
Utica. The former has been a member of the New York 
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Legisbtiire. Dr. BEeacham is an eminent pkysician of 
Utiea. From these certificates the following facts appear, 
in relation to Francisco : — ^ 

** l8t. No such individtial ever belonged to the congregation of Uni- 
versalists in Utica. 2d. Mr. Skinner nerer made any sudi remarks as 
are here attributed to him ; neither could he have done so, as Ae has 
always believed in a limited punishment after death. 3d. The indi- 
vidual who attempted to commit suicide in the presence of Mr. Skm- 
ner (and whose life Mr. Skinner saved, at the imminent risk of his 
own) was never a Universalist, never a member of a Universalist so- 
ciety; or of a Universalist congregation. 4th. This man afterwards 
joined the Presbyterian church, and probably uttered the lie which he 
imposed upon the Presbyterian clergymen, and which they might at 
first have believed innocently, but which they cannot now conscien- 
tiously pretend to believe. 5th. This individual, after having joined 
the Presbyterian church, caused the death of an amiable wife by his 
brutal conduct." 

We copy the above from the • Trumpet.' And yet Mr. S. 
admits that " Universalists have never denied the facts^* in 
the case. Of course all that they have denied are falsehoods, 
and they have denied and disproved, by the most irreproach- 
able witnesses, all the points in this fiction that went to sus- 
tain our author's position, that Universal ism favors suicide. 

Finally, Mr. Francisco was hung, at Erie, Pennsylvania, 
for the murder of his third or fourth wife, in the Spring of 
1838. A pamphlet of upwards of ninety pages, was published 
at the time, entitled, " Trial, with Life and Confession of 
Cornelius Henry Francisco, convicted of the murder of his 
wife, Maria Francisco, at the Court of Oyer and Terminer, 
held at Erie, November sessions, A. D., 1837." In this con- 
fession he declares that his first wife, Matilda Ladd, was " a 
young woman of very respectable character and connections," 
thus endorsing the character of his father-in-law, Mr. Ladd, 
who has testified above, to Francisco's falseness and villany. 

Thus we see that this story rests on testimony less reliable, 
if possible, than that of Mr. Smith himself, — that of an 
adulterer, polygamist, and murderer. Be it remembered, 
that he murdered his last wife while he was a member of 
the Presbyterian church, and while he had one or more 
wives still living. 

Again, we read, pp. 324-5: — 

" Cyrus C. Crawford,' of Plymouth, New Hampahiie, an intel- 
ligent and respected young man, during the last winter, was drawn 
away by temptation, and inyolved in the crime of passing counterfeit 
money. He was soon arrested and imprisoned, and while awaiting 
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hn tijid he oommitted niicide. Beibie tibk lait act of noknee, he 
wrote a letter of oontolstion to his moth^. 

" In tkat letter he said to his mother, in substance, * J have con- 
cluded that the best teay to get out of this scrape ^ is to leave this world 
of trouble. It is appointed to man once to die, and he may as well die 
wtien life becomes a harden to him,^ He expressed an unw€menng con- 
fidence, that a few moments would introduce him to a world where 
there uHU be no trouble. And snrely, if we grant his prenutes, we 
must admit his conelusion. If Universalism be trae, be mast have 
been foolish indeed to have lived aad endured the ignominy that 
awaited him. Who would not have preferred a mansion in heaven, 
to a berth in the state prison t He was an ardent lover of the 
' Trumpet,' and its contents nerved him for the fatal deed. No one 
will say that young Crawford did not die full in the faith." 

There is no Universalist minister or society in Plymouth, 
New Hampshire, so far as we can learn, and we are ac- 
quainted with no one in that region with whom we can cor- 
respond, in order to ascertain the truth or falsity of this 
^ statement. Could it be investigated, we presume the result 
would be similar to that in the case of Francisco. The 
statement bears suspicious features on its face. Our author 
does not pretend to give the language of Crawford in his 
letter to his mother. He says, ** In that letter he said to his 
mother in substpLTice,^^ &cc. Had Mr. Smith ever seen such a 
letter ? If he had, why not copy it and give the exact lan- 
guage of the young man ? Perhaps it was because the real 
language of the letter would not have answered Mr. Smith's 
purpose. And if he had not seen the letter, how could he 
state to his readers the ^^svlatance" of it? Does not this 
case confirm what we have before shown, that Mr. S. is not 
altogether candid and conscientious in regard to the authen- 
ticity of his statements and the sources whence they are de- 
rived ? This story contains internal evidences of its falsity. 

In further support of his position, our author cites the case 
of the duel between Cilley and Graves, and with about his 
usual misrepresentation. He says, p. 325 : — 

" Jonathan Cilley, who was killed by Mr. Graves, of Kentucky, in 
a duel, was in conversation with a pious lady in Washington the 
night before he was shot. He confessed that, with the religious 
views that the lady entertained, he should be deterred from fighting 
the duel. But, as a Universalist, he had nothing to fear ; if he shot 
his antagonist, the world would justify him ; but if he was killed, his 
soul would immediately ascend to heaven." 

Mr. Cilley never expressed such a sentiment. That re- 
puted canTexsatiou with a pious lady at Washin^^ton, which 
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it waisi said she communicated in a letter of condolence to 
Mrs. Ciljey, was first made public, we believe, in the * Chris- 
tian Witness.' That account is before us. The lady thus 
reports that conversation : "I asked him if he realized eter- 
nity was so near. He replied that his religious views differed 
from mine, — that he believed fully in the immortality of the 
soul, and that God would finally restore all to happiness" It 
would seem from this, that Mr. Cilley was a Restorationist 
in sentiment, and that he agreed with Universalists in the 
doctrine of the final restoration of all men. But Mr. Smith 
says that Mr. Cilley believed that " if he was killed, his soal 
would immediately ascend to heaven." Here he misrepre- 
sents Mr. Cilley*s views for the sake of making him out a 
Universalist ; because he states elsewhere in his book, (p. 
237,) that Universalists include only those "who reject 
future punishment;" and that those who hold to limited 
future punishment and a final restoration, (like Mr. Cilley,) 
are not Universalists, but Restorationists. But even with 
this misrepresentation, he has not made Mr. Cilley a Uni- 
versalist, according to his definition of the doctrine. For he 
says, (pp. 59, 216, 238,) that Universalists deny the immor- 
tality of the soul. And the lady represents Mr. Cilley as 
saying, "that he fully believed in the immortality of the 
soul," as well as in the final restoration. Thus Mr. Smith's 
assertions and arguments are like his favorite game of ten- 
pins, — one knocks the other down. 

The truth, in regard to Mr. Cilley, I have received from 
Rev. N. C. Fletcher, pastor of the Universalist society in 
Thomaston, Maine, which was the residence of Mr. Cilley. 
From Mr. Fletcher's letter I make the following extract : — 

" Mr. Cilley and myself were strong personal friends, having been 
colleagues together in the Logislature of our State, from Thomaston, 
although I had known him some two or three years previous. Mr. 
Cilley was liberal in his religious opinions, and whenever I lectured 
near his residence, he usually attended. There are two villages in 
Thomaston, — East and West, — the distance three miles between 
them. I removed to this town in January, 1833, and have supplied 
the desk of the First Universalist Society to this time, with but a 
short interregnum ; and during the life-time of Mr. Cilley, I do not 
recollect of ever seeing him in my church at this village but one half 
day, and the distance from the church to his residence was but three 
miles. There is no Unitarian society in this town, and I presume 
when he attended public worship, he did so with his lady, who was, 
when living a worthy member of the Second Calvinistic Baptist 
Church, in Thomaston. 

" When at Augusta with him" [in the Legiriature] ^< I do not 
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xeeolleet of ever attending' with him the UncrexnaliBt BMetinr, but I 
have frequently accompanied him, at his request, to both theConffre- 
gationalist and the Unitarian church. From a conversation I had 
with him once at his house, afler he had hstened to a lecture of mine 
on the infinite progression of the human mind, I should judge that he 
ought to be ranked with those who call themselves Unitarian. That 
he had no fixed religious views, I am pretty certain ; but that he was 
disposed to be liberal, none can doubt. He was a generous soul, and 
his heart was as full of the milk of human kindness as any that the 
crimson current ever put in motion." 

Such is the testimony of Rev. Mr. Fletcher, a clergyman 
of worth, to whom the citizens of Maine have confided places 
of high trust, and who was appointed by the present national 
administration, a chaplain in the United States Navy. Had 
Mr. Cilley been a strict Universalist in sentiment and feel- 
ing, he never could have engaged in a duel. One thing he 
lacked, — a religious conviction of the certainty of punish- 
ment in the present life. He found this doctrine true, too 
late to be of service to him. No Universalist has ever been 
known to engage in a duel, though several have been mem- 
bers of congress, where temptations to duelling abound. 

And now let us ask, how is it with duellists in general, in 
regard to religious sentiments ? Have the majority of duel- 
lists been believers in Universal salvation or in endless pun- 
ishment ? Was Mr. Graves a Universalist ? This has never 
been pretended. There were others concerned in this duel 
beside Messrs. Cilley and Graves. Among those implicated, 
Mr. Webb and Hon. Mr. Wise, stand prominent. Mr. Webb 
has since fought a duel with Hon. Thomas Marshall. 

Hon. Mr. Clay is an ancient and distinguished duellist. 
He fought with Hon. John Randolph, in 1825. Mr. Clay 
has recently united with the Episcopal church. From this, 
it may be presumed, that his religious sympathies had pre- 
viously been with that order. They are, generally, believers 
in endless misery. The * Christian Witness,' that made so 
much comment on the Universalism of Mr. Cilley, is an 
Episcopalian paper. Hon. John Randolph, if we mistake 
not, was an Episcopalian. So was Alexander Hamilton, 
who fell at the hand of Aaron Burr. The religious views 
of Burr, of Decatur, and Barron, we do not know. We 
have never heard it intimated that they sympathized with 
Universalists. General Jackson was a duellist. He lived 
and died a staunch Presbyterian, relying for salvation only 
on the power of vicarious atonement. He was a man of 
blood, in life, and in death his voice wms still for war. He 
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ex|nres6ed the wish, near his death, that his country '< would 
submit no more disputed territory to any arbitration, save 
that of the cannon's mouth." And he was a believer in 
endless punishment. We are willing to rest this point on 
the testimony of facts. Let an investigation be instituted 
as to the religious views of duellists whose names have 
adorned and stained the annals of our country, and see if 
the result does not show the doctrine of endless punishment 
to tend more to duelling than the doctrine of Universal sal- 
vation. 

Washington and Franklin were no duellists, and they were 
favorable to Universalism. Washington appointed Mr. Mur- 
ray, the apostle of Universalism in America, a chaplain in 
the army of the revolution. And it may be inferred from 
one fact, at least, in the life of Washington, that he cherished 
the hope of the Restitution. In describing the murder of a 
mother and two twin children, during the French war, he 
says : — 

''To see these poor innocents,^- these little unofiending angels, 
just entered upon life, and, instead of fondness, sympathy, and tender- 
ness, meeting their hideoas deaths ; and from the hands of brothers, 
too ! filled my soul with the deepest horror of sin ! but at the same 
time inspired a most adoring sense of that religion which announces 
the Redeemer, who shall, one day, do away maiCs maligrumt pas- 
aions, and restore the children of God to primeval love and bliss. 
Without this hope what man of feeling but would wish he had never 
been born!** — \Weems'* Life of Washington, Fourteenth Edition, 
pp. 49, 50.] 

Dr. Franklin, in his letter to Miss Hubbard, on the death 
of his brother, Mr. John Franklin, breathes the spirit of Uni- 
versalism. Besides, he was known to be friendly to the 
early propagators of Universalism in America. 

Indeed, reason would lead to the inference that the doc- 
trine of endless misery, which is predicated on the spirit of 
revenge in the Almighty, and which serves to develop and 
strengthen that spirit in those who believe the doctrine, 
naturally tends to duelling ; while the doctrine of universal 
forgiveness seems to subdue the destructive element in man, 
and to restrain the spirit of revenge. Nearly all Univer- 
salist ministers are peace men. An able discourse against 
duelling and war, has been published by Rev. I. D. William- 
son, late pastor of the Universalist society in Mobile, a region 
of duelling. And a prominent writer in the * Advocate of 
Peace,* edited by Elihu Burritt, is Rev. Moses Ballou, pastor 
of the Universalist society in Portsmouth, New Hampsbiie. 
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In New England, where Universalism prevails, daeUing n^ 
unknown. And in the Southern States, the land of duels, 
Universalism does not prevail. 

Our author, oq p. 325, mentions two Universalist ministers 
who have committed suicide, — Rev. Mr. Richards, of Phila- 
delphia, and Rev. Mr. Basset, of Dedham. We are unac- 
quainted with the history of Mr. Richards. Mr. Basset was 
laboring under severe sickness, attended with mental de- 
rangement. Mr. Smith was well acquainted with this fact, 
but it did not answer his purpose to state it. And now how 
many of the ministers of endless wrath have died by suicide ? 
We could mention a greater number than ttoo in the circle 
of our own knowledge. But it is, perhaps, unnecessary. 

We will give one case, in conclusion, which came within 
our personal knowledge, where a belief and profession of 
Orthodox theology, was insufficient to preserve its professor 
from crime and suicide. There was a physician, a leading 
member of a Congregational church in New Hampshire. 
He was strong in the Orthodox faith, and had no sympa- 
thies with Universalism. By accident, two artificial teeth, 
fastened together, slipped down his wind-pipe, lodged upon 
his lungs, and lay there forty days. He finally coughed 
them up. But the irritation produced upon the lungs, 
resulted in decay. We saw him for the last time, at the 
funeral of his nephew, in Nashua, in September, 1840. In 
conversation with the writer, at that time, he said that he 
considered himself in consumption, and did notxexpect to live 
twelve months ; for although still able to attend to his busi- 
ness, as a physician, yet the process of pulmonary decay was 
going on, and the result was certain. During the following 
winter, he was arrested in Boston with stolen goods in his 
possession, which had been taken from a store, — was examin- 
ed before the police court, and lodged in jail, where he imme- 
diately hung himself. He was regarded as a very pious 
man. Yet in the firm belief of endless punishment and 
with the consciousness, derived from his medical knowledge 
of his own case, that eternity was near, he could commit 
theft and suicide. He believed in " final perseverance," and 
doubtless intended to repent before death ; his disease being 
of a gradual nature, that did not threaten- sudden dissolution. 
Does this case prove the immoral tendency of the doctrines 
of Orthodox theology? Certainly it must, more strongly 
than any even of the fictitious cases cited by Mr. Smith, even 
if true, would prove the immoral tendency of Universalism. 
What, then, is the true and candid view of the connectvaa 
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between theology aiad moials ? That personal religfion, under 
any form of Christian faith, goes far to preserve its subject 
from immorality. But that in some cases, with persons of 
both limitarian and Unirersalian views, their degree of re- 
ligious faith and culture, is insufficient to overcome their 
temptations or constitutional weaknesses, or to support them 
under great afflictions. 

MORAL TENDENCY OF UNIVEBSALISM AND ORTHODOXY COM* 

PARED. 

Unirersalists hold to the certainty of their own final salva- 
tion. So do all Calvinistic Christians. The doctrines of 
election, effectual calling, and final perseverance, are cardinal 
doctrines with all Calvinistic churches ; and they must have 
the same moral effect, so far as regards the certainty of sal- 
vation, as Universalism. 'What we believe about tne salva- 
tion of others, has no oearing on this point. But Universalism 
has this moral advantage over limitarianism ; — Universal- 
ists believe in the certainty of punishment in this life. They 
hold that the laws of our very being and the providence of 
God, will visit "tribulation and anguish, indignation and 
wrath upon every soul that doeth evil," and that this retri- 
bution is executed speedily. But limitarians hold that the 
present is not a state of retribution ; but that one may go on in 
sin, up to the hour of his death, without punishment, then 
repent and escape all punishment hereafter. Both Calvin- 
ists and Arminians hold this. What candid reader does not 
see that Universalism exerts more restraining power than 
any form of the doctrine of endless punishment ? No man 
who retains his reason, believes in endless punishment for 
himsdf. This penalty awaits only " the finally impenitent." 
No man intends or expects to be among the " finally impeni- 
tent." AD intend to repent before death. The only risk is 
in being taken away suddenly ; and this possibility of dying 
suddenly is not half so strong as the certainty of being pun* 
ished here. And besides this, Universalism teaches that 
virtue is preferable to vice, in itself considered; — that in 
keeping of God's commandments, (and not^br keeping them,) 
" there is great reward." Limitarians often, on the contrary, 
deny that the virtuous have any more enjoyment in this life 
than the vicious ; and argue, rather, that the path of sin is 
greener and more fragrant than " the path of the just." Mr. 
Smith remarks, on this point, p. 199 : — 

^^ On the other hand, do the wicked always suflfer ? Are 
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pointment and sorrow Httde their portien aU their days I Can they 
be distinguished from others by their troubles? All obserration 
teaches us that it is not so." 

And again, p. 209 : — 

^' Reason as you will about the evil results of sin to the sinner in 
^is life ; paint his character as black and gloomy as you may ; beset 
his path with thorns ; make sorrow his portion ; prove that, like the 
troubled and tempestuous ocean, he has no rest ; affirm that conscience, 
like a gnawing worm, allows him no peace ; and after you haye ex- 
hausted your eloquence, one fact meets you everywhere, overthrows 
all your reasoning, and proves, if God beiust, that this life cannot be 
a state of perfect and final retribution. The feet is simply this ; here 
the innocent suiSer with the guilty, and often more than the guilty/' 

And again, p. 356 : — 

'* This diiSerence is not based upon merit ; for the good do not 
always prosper ; the wicked are not distinguished for adversity and 
trouble : it is more frequently the reverse. To be rich, honored, or 
prosperous, men do not feel that they must fear God. Almost all 
the national, social and intellectual advantages we enjoy, are inde- 
pendent of moral character." 

The Jimitarian doctrine of final perseverance, is thus set 
forth in the Confession of Faith, contained in the " Saybrook 
Platform:" — 

^ «* CHAP. xvn. 

"or THS PERSEVERANCE OF THE SAINTS. 

I. 

** They whom God hath accepted in his Beloved, efi^etually called 
and sanctified by his Spirit, can neither totally nor finally fell away 
from a state of grace, but shall certainly persevere therein to the end 
and be eternally saved. 

II. 

** This perseverance of the saints depends not upon their own free 
will, but upon the immutability of the decree of election, from the 
free and unchangeable love of God the Father, upon the efficacy of 
the merit and intercession of Jesus Christ, and union with him, the 
oath of God, Uie abiding of his Spirit, and the seed of God within 
them, and the nature of the covenant of grace, from all which ariseth 
also the certainty and infallibility thereof. 

III. 

'^ And though they may through the temptation of Satan, and of 
the world, the prevaiency of corruption remaining in them, and the 
neglect of the means of their preservation, fm intogrievous sins, and 
fox a time continue therein, whereby they incur (SqA\ displeasure, 
aad goeve hi» Holy Spurit, come to have their gracw and eomfints 
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impaired, have their hearts hasrdened, and their consciences wounded, 
hurt and scandalize others, and bring temporal judgments upon them- 
selves, yet they are and shall be kept by the power of God, through 
faith, unlo salvatioa.'' 

This doctrine of 'Uhe perseyerance of the saints,'^ was 
thus illustrated, not long since, by a conspicuous revival- 
ist: — 

"You come here,*' said he, **and take your places upon these 
anxious-seats. You continue coming, and yt>ur hearts grow soil and 
beooiae like wax. When your hearts are thus soft, God Almighty 
eomes down and sets his stamp upon them. You then go down into 
the water in baptism, and this fixes the stamp for ail eternity. You 
may, perhaps, get back into the world. You may wander in the 
paths of sin and even become worse than you were before conversion, 
to all human appearance. This stamp of God's image may get all 
covered over and hidden by the rust of sin. But when you die, the 
angels will come and dig oJQT the rust and find this stamp on your 
hearty and they will take you into heaven." 

Now Universalists believe the same, with these excep- 
tions : — They believe that all men are created in God's im- 
age and that the stamp is set when every man is born. 
James says, (of the tongue, 3 : 9,) ** Therewith curse we men, 
which are made after the shnilitude of GodJ*^ And we more- 
over believe that when this image is allowed to become 
" hidden by the rust of sin," our highest enjoyments are also 
buried with it. - 

Perhaps we shall be told that the doctrine of final perse- 
verance applies only to the converted ; that the converted 
can bear that doctrine, because their hearts are changed to 
the love of virtue ; but that the certainty of salvation, with 
the unconverted, would lead them to continue on in sin. 
To this we answer — " the converted " do not always " bear 
this doctrine ;" but often, in the language of the Saybrook 
Platform, they " fall into grievous sins, and for a time con- 
tinue therein," and " hurt and scandalize others ;" and this, 
" through the temptation of Satan, and of the world," and 
especially of "the prevalency of corruption remaining in 
them," after their conversion. Even the limitarian clergy, 
we regret to say, do often fall into these ** grievous sins," 
and shame the sacred calling. A Fay, a Stowell, a Little- 
john, a Johnson, the Onderdonks and others, too numerous 
to mention, are standing evidences of the truth of this por- 
tion of the " Confession of Faith." And besides, the doctrine 
of tmcanditional dectiant if not that of final perseverance, ap- 
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plies to the unconverted. The elect are choeen before their 
conversion, and even before the foundation of the world. 
This doctrine of election is thus set foith in the same **Goiir^ 
fession of Faith :" — 

nx. 

*' By the decree of God,, for die manifestatioa of hs glory, somo 
men and angels are predestined imto> eyerlaating life^ and others ford^ 
ordained unto everlasting deaths 

*' These angels and men thos piedestinated and fe reordamed, aro 
particularly and unchangeably designed, and their number is so cer* 
tain and definite, that it cannot be either increased or diminished." 

To this doctrine of electibn follows that of "eflfectnal 
calling,** which is thus set forth in the same document : — 

« CHAPTER X. 

^^OF EFFECTUAL CAIIiIlf9. 
I. 

" An those whom God ha& predestinated unto Mfe, and those onTy*, 
he is pleased in h» appointed and accepted time efieetually to call by 
his word and ^irit, out of that state of sin and death in whidi they 
are by nature, to graee and salvation by Jesus Christ, enMghtening- 
their minds i^iritually and savingly to understand the things, of God„ 
taking away their heart of stone, and giving unto them an heart of 
ilesh. Renewing their wills, and by his almighty power determining^ 
them to that which is good, and efieetually drawing them to Jesus 
Christ : yet so as they come most freely, being made willing by his 
grace. 

II. 

*^ This efiectual call is of God's free and special graee alone, not 
from anything at all foreseen in man, who is altogether passive there- 
in, until being quickened and renewed hy the Holy Spirit, he is 
thereby enabled to answw this call, and to embraee the gprace o^red 
and conveyed in it.'' 

Perhaps it will be said that these doctrines of election, 
effectual calling, and final perseverance, are now obsolete, 
and that Orthodox ministers no longer precuch them. To 
this we answer, that these are the doctrines to which these 
ministers subscribe^ at their ordination. To these doctrines 
church members assent^ when received into church fellow- 
ship. And to these same doctrines the professors at Ando- 
ver Theological Seminary make oath, once in five years^ 
And these doctrines are proclaimed from Orthodox pulpits^ 
just so far aa Orthodox nunisters axe honest and consistent^ 
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Tlie mdsi popular Orthodox l&iilisters are those who con* 
ceal Of disguise these Calvinistic doctrines, and preach Iih< 
eral and practical discourses. One of this class in Norwich, 
recently exchanged desks with a more consistent brother, 
who preached naked Calvinism. This produced much ex- 
citement in the congregation, and the afternoon meeting was 
quite thin. There was a fluttering among the time-serving 
liberalists, who support this disguised Orthodoxy. Genuine 
Orthodoxy is such as we have quoted from the Platform. 

Now every Orthodox sinner of common sense knows, be- 
fore his conversion, that if he is elected, he will sooner or 
later experience the "effectual calling," and finally be 
saved, beyond all contingency. He also knows that if he 
is not elected, he never can be saved. So that, according to 
the Orthodox faith, there is as much certainty of salvation to 
the elected sinner as there is according to the faith of Uni- 
versalists. On the other hand, there is, for the unelected 
sinner, no escape, and, therefore, no restraint. Sin more or 
less, the punishment is endless. Wherein then has Ortho- 
doxy any advantage in this respect ? 

We are often told that many vile men sympathize with 
Universalism ; that these men, when expostulated with 
and urged to repentance, argue the doctrine of universal 
salvation. So do a greater number of vile men symjmthize 
with Orthodoxy, and when urged to repentance, argue '* the 
eternal decrees of God." They say they shall get religion 
if religion is for them, and that they *' are waiting God's 
time." These are your Calvinistic smners. Anninian sin- 
ners delay the work of repentance from a belief that sin is 
pleasant, and therefore desirable, as long as life is safe ; from 
the belief that there is no punishment for sin in the present 
life, and that by a death-bed repentance they may escape all 
future retribution. A great majority of convicts, as we have 
shown, believe in Orthodox views of punishment. Doubt- 
less they abuse and pervert the doctrine of election. And so 
do the other class abuse and pervert the doctrine of free and 
universal grace. Universalism is no more culpable for its 
abuses than Orthodoxy. 

The true secret of bad men professing sympathy for Uni- 
versalism, lies in the fiaict that they take their ideas of Uni- 
versalism from the misrepresentations of its opposers. They 
seize upon the single idea that all men will finally be happy. 
The correlative ideas that all men must be holy to be happy 
and happy through holiness alone, and that sin brin^ its 
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condign panisBment in this life, they oreiiook. These ideat 
oar opponents are careful to leare oat, in drawing their car- 
icatures of Universalism. They misrepresent the doctrine, 
so as to make it suit bad men. Then bad men say, " That is 
the doctrine for us." Then our Orthodox brethren turn and 
say, ** See, how exactly Universalism is calculated to suit 
the wicked," These wicked men love sin and they love 
happiness ; but they hate holiness and punishment. They 
are told that Universalism promises them happiness without 
holiness and sin without punishment. These are the Uni- 
versalists that are made so, by Orthodox preaching, and who 
never attend Universalist meetings. When such a man 
hears a Universalist preach, he often turns and curses the 
doctrine, and says it is worse than Orthodoxy, because it 
allows the sinner no escape from punishment, by repentance. 
These circumstances account for the fact that some very 
wicked men, who never go to meeting and who are entirely 
ignorant of doctrine, appear favorable towards Universalism. 

"admissions" of universalist ministers. 

Our author further argues the immoral tendency of Uni- 
versalism, from pretended concessions of Universalist minis- 
ters. He says, p. 301 : — 

** I have it in my power to sustain etU that I have said of the moral 
results of Universaliflm, by the testimony of men who ore now in its 

ministry." 

Universalist societies, like others, are not faultless. Uni- 
versalist ministers, like others, have sometimes faithfully re- 
proved the short comings of their people. These reproofs, 
our author has uncandidly perverted into admissions of the 
immoral tendency of Universalism. In quoting these re- 
proofs, he has sometimes garbled and perverted their lan- 
guage and import, to make them mean what they did not 
mean, as we shall have occasion to show. And where a 
Universalist minister has described some deficiency among 
our people, in a particular instance, Mr. S. has represented 
this as an admission that such was the general state of things 
among us. Thus on p. 273, speaking of the character of 
Universalist societies in general, he says : — 

'* The character of these societies is so graphically described by one 
of the sect, that I will allow him to speak for them. Hoaea Ballou, 
Sd, says, * Here is a society that has gathered in a oonaideiable nxKot 
berof membens* &c." 
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Here it will be seen that Mr. Smith quotes the descripdcm 
here given as of general application; whereas Mr. Balloa 
had in mind some particular case. This will be seen by the 
words in italics in the language of Mr. S. and Mr. B. 

Then again, our author says, pp. 310-11 : — 
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The following extract, containing a description of the lax moral 
discipline amon^ Universalists, and £e character of the ministry and 
the converts to TJniversalism, will confirm much that I have said in 
this lecture.'' 

He then goes on to quote from the same author, who is 
speaking of certain cases of faulty discipline ; and with other 
language, he quotes the following : " We have known one or 
two cases even in which preachers, condemned on trial for 
notorious immorality, and disfellowshipped by our conven- 
tions in one state, have been received in another state, 
without the least token of repentance. .... Exceptions^ — 
monstrous exceptions as they are, — they still are symptoms 
of some general laxity of discipline." And yet Mr. Smith 
represents this, in his prefatory remarks, as the general state 
of things among us. 

On p. 309, he says : — 

" Mr. Whittemore asserts that * publicans and harlots rejoiced to 
find their cause espoused hy the Great Teacher sent from God. His 
doctrine met and satisfied theii: desires.' He adds, *We learn 

FROM THIS, WHAT CLASS OF PEOPLE IT IS, AMONG WHOM AT THE 
PRESENT DAY, THE DOCTRINE OF THE IMPARTIAL SaVIOUR [UnI- 

versalism] shall FLOURISH IN ITS PURITY.' (Notes, 195.) Publi- 
eans and harlots love Universaltsm ; it meets their desires ; among 
them, at the present day, it flourishes in its purity ! Has any oppo- 
nent of Universahsm said more?" 

We will here give the whole of Mr. Whittemore 's lan- 
guage, that the reader may see if Mr. Smith has given a 
candid representation of Mr. W.'s meaning. We quote from 
the revised edition of Whittemore's " Notes and Illustrations 
of the Parables," pp. 276-7, where the author is giving 
an exposition of the parable of the Two Sons, Matt. 21 : 
28,31: — 

" * The publicans and the harlots go into the kingdom of God be- 
fore you.' (Verse 31.) 

" There can be no question that what was here stated was true. 
There were instances in which this class sought the society of Jesus, 
and listened to his instructions with great delight. Matthew himself 
had been a publican. They ate and drank with Christ, and he was 
contemptuously styled, by the Pharisees, the friend of publiettiB and 



MORAL TENDENCY OP milVERSALISH, ETC. 347 

shaten. Deipiaed, as they were, by liie leadings idigiouB peoi>Ie of 
the age, aocoatomed to reproach and contumely, they rejcMoed to find 
their cause espoused by the Great Teacher sent from Grod. His doc- 
trine met and satisfiea their desires, and they received it with joy. 
" The common people heard him gladly.' (Mark 12 : 37.) For the 
proud, the censorious, the self-righteous, — those who thought they 
had gained heayen by their own exertions, and who anticipated with 
fondness the joyful day, when they should see such as they despised 
suffering the fierce displeasure of God, — for such the benevolent, 
impartial religion of Jesus had no charms. They always opposed 
Christ when he was on earth ; and in every age since, those of a 
kindred disposition have hated his doctrine. Those are the reasons 
why the publicans and harlots entered the kingdom of God before the 
professedly religious Scribes and Pharisees. We learn from this, 
what class of people it is, among whom, it may be expected, at the 
present day, the doctrine of the impartial Saviour shall flourish in 
its purity." 

Here Mr. Whittemore, in the revised edition, appends the 
following note : — 

" The sentiments of the above paragraph have been very grossly 
and ungenerously misrepresented by Rev. raraons Cooke, of Ware, 
Mass., in his work entitled * Modem Universalism Exposed.' He 
represents nfb as meaning, that the doctrine of Christ has no tendency 
to change the tempers and characters of the publicans and harlots, 
but that it met and satisfied their impure and unchaste desires ; and 
furthermore, when I say, ' Their cause was espoused by the Great 
Teacher sent from God,' he represents me as meaning, by their 
cause, their sins, and wickedness, indecency, and abandonment ; and 
that Christ countenanced them in their bad lives. (See pp. 229, 230, 
of the above named work.) All the reply I have to make to Mr. 
Cooke, is, that he must have known that he avoided the intended 
sense of mv language, and forced on it a sentiment he had no reason 
to suppose 1 should approve more than himself. If the word of God 
be true, it is certain that publicans and harlots entered into the king- 
dom of Grod before the boasting, praying, tithe-paying, self-righteous 
Pharisees. Those unfortunate sinners, despised and ill-treated by 
the self-styled religious people of that age, found in Jesus a compas- 
sionate heart, that melted them into contrition, as it did the woman, 
who was a sinner, in Simon's house ; (Luke 7 : 37, 38 ;) his doctrine 
met and satisfied their desires for deliverance and mercy ; and they 
found that Christ espoused their cause ; he did not cast them off, 
(See John 8 : 3 — 11,) as the Pharisees wished ; but kindly received 
and encouraged them, and bade them sin no more. His doctrine, 
instead of teaching them to continue in sin, converted them, and 
brought them into the kingdom of God ; and the same doctrine will 
produce the same efifect in the present age." 

The edition containing this note, was printed in 1834, and 
doub^ess our author was familiar with the ft^i when h« 
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published his book, in 1842. Still he reiteritted the miarep* 
r^sentation of Rev. Parsons Cooke. 
On p. 315, we find the following: — 

*' A Univeisalist preacher, who stands at the head of the denom* 
ination, was settled eeventeen years in the vicinity of Boston. He 
had under his charge the largest and best Umrersalist society. He 
was very sick, and supposed to be in a ooasumption. He told me 
that the moral condition of his society and the moral results of his 
preachinff made him sick, and almost carried him to his grare. He 
felt that he had done no good ; that his ministry had been the source 
of much evil, besides wasting the long period of time that he had 
been settled. Nearly every man who was in the society when he 
was settled died during his ministry. And nearly every one that 
died, was an atheist, a deist, or a drunkaad. He could not 
remain. He left his charge, and settled over a small congregation, 
resolved to change his style of preaching, expecting to see a differ- 
ent result. Vain hope, while Universalism is preached ! " 

Mr. Smith published this statement in his first work, a 
pamphlet of forty-eight pages. The only TJniversalist society 
" in the vicinity of Boston," (leaving out Boston itself,) which 
has ever retained the same pastor " seventeen years," is the 
society at Roxbury, where Kev. H. Ballou, 2d, officiated for 
about that length of time. This gentleman may also be 
considered, when we view him as a theological scholar, as 
standing " at the head of the denomination." He aided Mr. 
Smith, when the latter was a mechanic's apprentice, in pre- 
paring for the ministry. His influence, too, sustained Mr. 
Smith in the ministry longer than he could otherwise have 
been sustained, hoping that he would learn wisdom and re- 
pentance by the experience of his follies. 

I showea this statement to Mr. Ballou, in Boston, on the 
20th day of July, 1846, and he pronounced it untrue, but 
refused to write any certificate, or to give his signature to 
appear in connection with the name of Mr. Smith. He 
moreover stated that Mr. Smith had said, in conversation 
with him, while he preached in Roxbury, that the young 
people of the TJniversalist congregation there, were the most 
worthy and most active in promoting moral improvement, of 
any in the place. To all who are acquainted with Rev. Dr. 
Ballou, his word wUl be sufficient on this point. 

On page 316, Mr. Smith quotes the following "conces- 
sion " froin Rev. Mr. Rayiter, then pastor of the Universalist 
society in Troy, N. Y. : — 

^' * Among the professors of the principles of Universalism, there 
are indeed some unworthy characters; men of corrupt minds, and 
vksiouB tempen and habits.' " 
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And is this not equally true of ** the |ifofe88ora of the 
principles of" OrAodoxy ? This " admission " is what any 
candia minister of any denomination would be ready to make 
at any time. 

On the next page, he gives a garbled extract from the 
writer of this "Keview." We will first giro the extract as 
Mr. Smith has quoted it, with his remarks, and then give 
the whole article, that the candid reader may see our author's 
mode of quoting " admissions " from Universalist ministers, 
and know how much reliance is to be placed upon this part 
of his book. Mr. Smith's version runs thus : — 

^* Mr. L. C. Browne says, ' A UDiveiBalist formerly, in the judg- 
ment of the world, was a good-humored, swearing, laughing, joking, 
Bible-neglecting, Sabbath-disreffaidinff, aocommodating, neighborly 
sort of a being, that had owned and hsi Ballou on the Atonement, 
heard three Universalist sermons, and had argued all the Orthodox 
out of all the bar-rooms in town.' ( Univ. Union j iv. 166.) 

''And Itfr. Browne will not dare dispute the correctness of this 
judgment of the world as to what a Universalist was supposed to be. 
And the world is stiii competent to judge of the ebanoter of Univer- 
salists of the present day. Their jiragmeat will be as correct now as 
formerly. Universalists thus allow what was once the character of 
their associates. From the nature of the case, it must alwa^ be the 
same. ' Can the Ethiopian change his skin, or the leopard his spots V 
A corrupt tree cannot bring tbrSi good fruit. * Wherefore by their 
fruits ye shall know them.' " 

Now the whole article, which Mr. Smith has thus garbled 
and perverted, may be found in the 'Universalist Union' 
of March 30, 1839. Here it follows : — 

"WHAT CONSTITITTES A UNIVEKSALIST. 

" A Universalist is not one who merely disbelieves in endless mis- 
ery. He must also have a rational, scriptural, and establisbed hope 
of final, universal holiness and happiness. -He who simply discards 
outward profession, is not a Universalist. The Universalist accom- 
panies profession with inward piety. It is generally supposed that 
if a man is nothing else, he is, of course, a Universalist. This is an 
error. Universalism is not a negative quantity. It is a definite, 
obvious, and tangible entity. 

" A Universatist naw is something different from what was sup- 
posed to be a Universalist, some years since. A Universalist, for- 
merly, in the judgment of the world, was a good-humored, swearing, 
laugliing, joking, Bible-neglecting, Sabbath-disregarding, accommo- 
dating, and neighborly sort of being, that had owned and lost ' Ballou 
on Atonement,' heard three Universalist sermons, and argued all the 
Orthodox out of all the bar-rooms in town. 

^* Now a Universalist is one who reads his Bible, takes a religioiiB 
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j^jier, if able,— attends ngularly at diUTck, even if limnf al a die* 
tance, — converses candidly, walks uprightly, minds his own busi- 
Dess, supports his own worship, defends his sentiments respectfully, 
and is aUowed, by the community, to be ' a very excellent man, were 
it not for his principles.' L. C. B. 

So much for this concession. Let the reader again look 
over Mr. Smith's remarks on that part of the above article 
he quoted, and see how he has perverted the writer's mean- 
ing. When Mr. S. gave his lectures in Naslma> before their 
publication, he was requested to give the whole of this arti- 
cle, but he refused to comply with this request, evidently 
because the article, ungarbled, would not h&ve served his 
purpose. 

Should Mr. S. by and by turn infidel, (as some unchari- 
table people have predicted,) write upon the immoral tendency 
of Christianity, and quote in his favor the *^ concessions" of 
the apostles and evangelists, with his fertility of pervertive 
genius, he might as easily make out his case as be has in this 
instance. For instance, he might quote a part of Paul's lan- 
guage, (1 Gor. 6: 9 — 11,) "Neither fomicatoTs, nor idola- 
ters, nor adulterers, nor effeminate-, nor abusers of themselves 
with mankind, nor thieves, nor covetous, nor drunkards, nor 
revilers, nor extortioners, shall inherit the kingdom of God. 
And svch were some of you" Here he would probably end the 
quotation ; although the apostle immediately adds, with only 
a semicolon between, — "but ye are washed, but ye are 
sanctified, but ye are justified in the name of the Lord Jesus, 
and by the Spirit of our Grod." 

The following occurs on pp. 317-18 : — 

" Dunbar B. Harris, a UniversaJist preacher, confessed, in a stage- 
coach, to a number of gentlemen of unqnestkmaMe veracity, that my 
statements in relation to the moral results of his faith were true. He 
said he had heard my lecture upon the moral tendency of Univer- 
salism, and he knew the facts to^ he as 1 represented. He said the 
Universalist ministry all knew them to be true, and he was glad they 
were exposed ; for they ought to be.'* 

Not knowing where Mr. Harris resides, we communicaled 
with Rev. He&ry Bacon, of Providence, in regard to this 
matter, and he states that Mr. Harris, " at the time Smith's 
book first came out, repudiated the charge, and said he never 
uttered any such thing." Mr. Harris, however, it is said, is 
a come-out-er, and very bitter against the church and minis- 
try of all denominations. He and Mr. Smith contradict each 
other. Mr. S. preteads to have the testimony of " a number 
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t)f gentlemen of unquestionable veracity.'* Let him give 
their names, and decide the question. 
We read again, on p. 318 : — 

*^ A few months ago, I met wiiti a Universalist minister. He said 
to me, * Mr. S., you have told the truth about us. I know it is true, 
what yon have stated.'- ^ Why, then,' I asked, 'do you not leave 
such a ministry?' He replied, ' I cannot resist the force of the Uni- 
versalist argument. I cannot believe Orthodoxy, though I tremble at 
the practic^ tendency of my faith.' * Why, then,' I inquired, * do 
you not lift up your vpiee against these crying sins? Why not 
speak, and bear testimony to the results of your faith !' ' I dare not 
do it,' was the answer. 'I should be sacrificed at once, and my 
iamily would suffer.' Such is the feeliog in many minds." 

Mr. Smith made this statement, or one quite similar, to 
some one while he lived in Nashua, A friend of his, a Mr- 
Carter, was subsequently heard to say that the individual 
referred to, was Rev. Mr. Hooper, then of Amherst, N. H. 
On learning this, Mr. Hooper came to Nashua, and in com- 
pany with myself, called on Mr. Carter and desired to know 
the truth of the matter. Mr. Carter denied that he had ever 
named Mr. Hooper, as the individual referred to, in the state- 
ment, and refused to give any further intelligence in the 
case. Mr. Carter, being a man in years, might have forgot- 
ten, and there was good evidence that Mr. Hooper had been 
named as the individual referred to. The assertion, in 
reference to him, he declares to be without a shadow of 
foundation. 

This reviler of Universalists says, on p. 319 : — 

** Charles Spear, who was settled over the society at Sandy Bay, 
a part of Gloucester, made to me, frequently, the most mournful con- 
fessions of the character of those who composed his society. Intem- 
perance, profanity. Sabbath-breaking, licentiousness, abounded. And 
he informed me, in the presence of witnesses, that so dissolute were 
the people, that no person thoucrht of being married till one of the 
parties was compelled to be. ^arly all the marriages he celebrated, 
he said, were of this description." 

We have had a personal interview with Mr. Spear in re- 
gard to Uiia item. He remembers conversing with Mr. Smith 
on the subject of Unirersalism in Gloucester. He cannot 
recall the particulars of that conversation. He cannot believe 
that he represented things to Mr. Smith, different from the 
reality. And he knows that no such state of things as Mr. 
Smii^ represents him as having described, existed there. He 
VM settled at Sandy Bay but a short time,— thinks he did 
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not attend more than foar weddings while there, and nerer in 
but one such case as Mr. Smith describes. 

We have now given a brief review of the principal of these 
*' concessions of Universalist ministers as to the moral resuhs 
of Universalism." Has the author made out his case? Do 
these quotations, ungarbled, sustain his charges ? Let us sup* 
pose that Mr. S. should so conduct as finally to get into as 
bad odor with the Orthodox as he was with the Dniversalists, 
and being unable longer to get lucrative employment, should 
resort to a third renunciation of Orthodoxy, and publish it in 
a book. In showing the moral tendency of Orthodoxy, he might 
quote quite as long a catalogue of " concessions " from the 
ministry of that faith, and quite as much to his purpose, as 
those he has quoted from Universalist ministers. We will 
not resort to retaliation. But we wish to show the candid 
reader what might be done in the way of compiling these 
Orthodox " concessions." 

^^ADBQSSIOI^S" OF ORTHODOX MINISTERS. 

The celebmted revivalist, Mr. Phinney, speaking of the char- 
acter of Orthodox piety, says, " The religion of the great mass 
of the church is not the religion of love, but of fear. They fear 
the Lord, but serve their own gods. They are dragged along 
in a dry performance of what they call duty, by their con- 
sciences. They have a dry, legal, earthly spirit ; and their 
service is hypocrisy and utter wickedness. In most things 
the church of the present day is Orthodox in theory, but vastly 
heretical in practice." (Sermons, p. 258.) 

Dr. McCalla, speaking of the divisions in the Presbyterian 
church, says, " We have deserved these judgments, for we 
have been a cold and worldly people, at ease in Zion, shrink- 
ing from the duty of maintaining Christ's laws ; so that God 
has in judgment permitted grievous wolves to come in to scat- 
ter the flock." [An allusion to new school ministers.] 

For these two extracts, we are indebted to Rev. Mr. Saw- 
yer. We find them in his Review of Mr. Hatfield's "Univer- 
salism as it Is." Quotations of this kind could be greatly 
multiplied. A distinguished Orthodox divine stated, some 
years since, in alluding to the divisions in the Presbyterian 
church, that at every session of the Presbyterian General As- 
sembly, there was a ^^ jubilee in AtfS." What would Mr. Smith 
have said had this language been used by a Universalist min* 
ister in application to our General Convention ? 

Rev. Dr. Beman, of Troy, told his peoole, from the pulpit, 
apme years ago, that many of the memDcora of that ekufdi 
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were cfistinffuished from the people of tlie world by their 
greater avarice and more crooked dealing. I had this from a 
hearer. 

We have now before as, " A Sermon preached at the time 
of Resigning the Pastoral Office over the Fourth Congrega- 
tional Church in Norwich, [Conn.] December 21, 1845, by 
A. L. Whitman," The author describes the slate of religion 
in that church by the following supposed case : — 

'' Suppose them to have frequent eruptions among themeelves, one 
contending with anotiieT ; and opposing paities springing up, with 
their file-feadeis; — suppose the members of the church to be so 
much at variance with each other, and those members who would 
fein be greatest, and wtio ought to exert a contiolling, heahhful in- 
fluence in the place, — I say, suppose these to be so at variance with 
each other, as to have no friendly, social, neighboriy intercourse, — 
yea, so that a proposition for a given object, if originating in a certain 
quarter, and advocated by certain individuals, wouid be sure to be 
opposed by others ; suppose the meetings of the church often to be of 
such an unpleasant and unrighteous character, that some of the mem- 
bers should be constrained to say to the pastor — * We dread to have 
the church come together ; w^e think that the fewer church meetings- 
we have, the more peaceabiy we shall get along.' " — Page 6. 

But lest he should be misunderstood, he says, more plainly, 
on p. 15 : — 

'^ But la3ring aside all abstractions, and all suppositions, I remark, 
that there are feelings <md practices in this church, which toill destroy 
its peace^ and prevent its prosperity so long as they exist. No specifi- 
cations are here necessary for the information of most of the members 
of the church, as to what these feelings and practices are, or as to 
the persons w'ho are perpetuating them. 

" There were divisions in the church when I took the oversight of 
it, and they are there still. There was a want of confidence in each 
other, and a want of haroMMiy in counsel and action, and there is that 
want still. There was a lack of realization of responsibility , and there 
is the same lack now. With some few exceptions, (and these must 
be made, yes, it is most delightful to my soul to make them,) each 
one seems to be swalk>wed up in the cares and labors of the world, 
and to feel no particular responsibility in regard to the welfere of the 
churefa. Prayer meetings are negletted; brethren refuse to pray when 
called upon ; Imt few have anything to say for Christ or his cause, 
at our oonfereooe meetings ; we cannot have as much as an annual 
fast, that is observdi by anything tike a large majority of those pro- 
fessing to be the disciples of Christ. There are members of the 
church who are walking disorderly, and discipline is neglected ; and 
those who are mourning over this neglect, dare not move in regard 
to it, for they have doubts, whether there is union of feeling, and 
SMnl oourag* m the church, sMimsA i» |ge a e eiitc to a densd, ami 
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final Tesult, a case of diBeipline, if commenoed. And can s chnreh 

prosper under such circumstances? Will the great Head hless her 
with a refreshing firom his presence ? " 

What has Mr. Smith quoted from Universalist authoTS that 
shows, in any of out churches, greater laxity of discipline or 
a more deplorable moral condition than Rev. Mr. Whitman 
here describes as existing in his church in Norwich ? 

There is also before us, " A Letter addressed to the Mem* 
hers of the Parish of Christ Church, Norwich," from its pas- 
tor, Rev. William F. Moi^an, and dated, Feb. 13, 1845. It 
is a faithful and kindly rebuke of the religious improprieties 
of his people. He says, at the commencement : — 

** The practice to which, iSrst in order, I would draw your atten- 
tion and most earnestly deprecate, is the habitual tardiness at churchy 
on the part of large numbers in the parish. Not unfrequently dur- 
ing my ministry among you has it been the case, that one half the 
congregation have entered the church afler the services were com- 
menced ; while entire freedom from interruption of this kind, is not 
ususdly secured until considerable progress has been made ; as far, 1 
may say, as the Psalter, or the Lessons.'' 

And in conclusion he says again, " Before concluding this 
letter, I cannot forbear reminding you, that the close of our 
worship is not always characterized by that reverent behavior 
which befits the house of God and the nature of the previous 
solemnities." 

And now, how would the candid limitarian view the writer 
of this " Review," should he seize upon the " concessions "he 
has quoted from these faithful ministers, from which to argue 
the immoral tendency of the doctrines they advocate? In the 
same light as the candid Universalist views Mr. Smith, in his 
attempts to pervert the wholesome reproofs administered by our 
faithful clergy in regard to those particular cases of obliquity 
which we all know to be exceptions to our general religious 
condition. 
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"admissions" op the new testament writers. 

Should Mr. S. ever find occasion to renounce Christiani- 
, and quote " concessions " of its immoral tendency, from 
e Christian writers, he might find abundant material in the 
New Testament, for this kind of argument. Thus, he might 
argue that Christianity tends to fraud and litigation, and 
quote Paul's language, 1 Cor. 6 : 6-8. " But brother goeth 
to law with brother and that before the unbelievers. Now 
therefore there is utterly a fault among you, because ye go to 
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law one with another Nay, ye do wrong and 

defraud, and that your brethren." 

Again, he might assert that Christianity tends to aristoC' 
racy,, and quote James, 2 : 1-3. " My brethren, have not 
the faith of our Lord Jesus Christ, the Lord of glory, with 
respect of persons. For if there come unto your assembly a 
man with a gold ring, in goodly apparel, and there come in 
also a poor man in vile raiment ; and ye have respect unto 
him that weareth the gay clothing, and say unto him, Sit 
thou here in a good place ; and say to the poor, Stand thou 
there, or sit here under my footstool." 

He might further argue that Christianity leads to intern^ 
peraTice and abuse of the communion, (as he says of Univer- 
salism,) and quote Paul, 1 Cor. 11: 20-22. "When ye 
come together therefore into one place, this is not to eat the 
Lord's supper. For in eating, every one taketh before other 
his own supper ; and one is hungry and another is drunken. 
What ! have ye notliouses to eat and to drink in ? or despise 
ye the church of God and shame them that have not?" 

Again, he might charge Christianity with a tendency to 
licentiousness, and quote, in proof, 1 Cor. 5:1. " It is re- 
ported commonly that there is fornication among you, and 
such fornication as is not so much as named among the Gen- 
tiles, that one should have his father's wife." 

These Christian "concessions" might be increased to a 
very great extent. And at the conclusion, our author might 
say, with the same air of triumph he has assumed towards 
Universalism, " The concessions of these Christian ministers 
prove all that has been said as to the moral results of Chris- 
tianity. What have infidels said more ? " How think you, 
candid reader, such a book would take with the infidel por- 
tion of society ? The more ignorant and bitter of unbelievers, 
would doubtless hail the work as a most valuable exposi of 
Christianity. They would feel like one of the publishers of 
Mr. Smith's larger work, who said it was destined to have 
the same effect on Universalism, as Morgan's exposi of Free 
Masonry, had upon that institution. But the more intelligent, 
unprejudiced and candid, even of unbelievers, would see the 
sophistry and injustice of such a course, and be disgusted. 
So must the better portion of our Orthodox brethren view the 
course of Mr. Smith towards Universalism. It is for this 
better portion that this work is written. 

In conclusion, we say to the reader, worship in that place 
and under that name whicli your conscience, guided by your 
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honest yiews of Scriptiore, may direct, and carefnUy cherish 
towards all those oi every name, whose consciences and 
judgments may lead them to different conclusions from yours, 
the spirit of charity and good will. 

You will find, on careful and unprejudiced observation, that 
all sects have their peculiar virtues and their corresponding 
defects. The CathoBcs and Episcopalians excel in the exter- 
nals of worship, and are the great conservators of the poetry 
of religion. The Methodists excel in religious simplicity and 
fervor. The Unitarians are eminent for the philosophic 
thought and rhetorical finish of their sermons. The Ortho- 
dox Congregationalists and Presbyterians are the friends of 
religioos oi^er, distinguished for their strict regard of the 
Sabbath, and attentions to family devotion ; wh3e the XJni- 
versalists are equally peculiar for their business integrity, hu- 
manity to the unfortunate^ and general toleration and good 
will to man. They m^y have been, in time past, as a peo- 
ple, somewhat deficient in the cultivation of those virtues we 
have named ^pertaining to the Orthodox ; but not more so 
than arp ou^r Orthodox brethren in regard to those we have 
ascribed to Ui^ivexsa^ists. We are happy to know that there 
are those among both chisses Who cultivate a broader and 
well, proportioned, chai^cter, combining order with integrity, 
and the reverential w4th the humane, — visiting "the father- 
less aiid th^ widows in their affliction,'' and keeping them- 
selves "v^n^potted f)roiTi the world." Let each, then, emulate 
the other's virtues and eschew their faults, investigate each 
other's views, adept the true and reject the erroneous, — 
"prove ail things, hold fast that which is good." 
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CHAPTER V. 

CONNECTION BETWEEN UNIVERSALISM AND INFTOELITY. 

Bat this I confess unto th«e, that after the way which thev call heresy, so 
worship I the Grod of my fathers, helieving all things whicn are written in 
the law and the prophets ; and have hope towards God, which they tbem- 
selves also allow, that there shall be a lesarrection of the de«d» both of the 
just and unjust. Acts xziv. 14, 15. 

Among other propositions, equally absurd, our author 
asserts that " Universalism leads to infidelity." (p. 243.) 
Let us examine this proposition. An infidel is one who 
disbelieves in religion. He denies the existence of a God, 
the inspiration of the Scriptures, the resurrection of Jesus 
Christ and a future state of being. Is this Universalism ? 
Mr. Smith himself does not pretend it. But still he asserts 
that "Universalism leads to infidelity." The assertion 
amounts to this : — To believe that God is a universal Fa- 
ther, leads to a belief that there is no God. To believe that 
the Bible teaches the salvation of all men, leads to a belief 
that the Bible is uninspired and false. And to believe that 
all men will be, in the resurrection, " like the angels of God 
in heaven," leads to the belief that there is no resurrection. 
We ask the candid reader if there is any logical connection 
between these premises and conclusions ? On the contrary, 
is it not a truth, confirmed by observation, that to believe that 
Deity is cruel, that the Scriptures teach the doctrine of end- 
less punishment, and that Jesus appealed to the fear of an 
endless hell, as the motive to virtue, leads to disbelief in God 
and Christ, and to a rejection of the Bible ? This Mr. S. 
has himself admitted. He says, p. 250 : — 

'* Infidels, as a general role, are intelligent men. They reject the 
Bible, because it teaches the doctrines which the Orthodox find in it. 
I was once in conversation with an infidel, a member of my society. 
I was attempting to bring him to receive the Bible, by explaining 
away its threatenings. Having heard me for a while patiently, he, 
at length, interrupted me with the remark, ' It is of no use to talk in 
tiiat way ; the Bible is full of hell, and everybody knows that it is.' " 

Mr. Smith seems here to approve the sentiment of this 
infidel, that " the Bible is full of heU," B\A ^xjl ^\ssi^^ 
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which is " foil of hell," be a suitable instrument to regener- 
ate mankind and fill them fidl of heaven? We must think 
our author, and his infidel friend, mistaken in their idea that 
« the Bible is full of hell." 

But our author here completely overthrows himself. He 
started to prove that " UmversauBm leads to infidelity," and 
finally admitted that intelligent men " reject the Bible be- 
cause it teaches the doctrines which the Orthodox €nd in 
it." He has not argued that infidels reject the Bible because 
they think it teaches Uiiiversalism, but because they think it 
teaches Orthodoxy. Nearly all infidels, as our author asserts, 
believe that the Bible teaches Orthodoxy. This makes them 
infidels. It follows, as a matter of course, that if they be- 
lieved the Bible taught Universalism, they would believe the 
Bible tnie. Hence we learn, that to believe the Bible teaches 
endless misery, leads intelligent men to a rejection of the 
Bible ; while a belief that the Bible teaches the salvation of 
all men, leads intelligent men to receive the Bible as the 
word of God. Or, in other words, Orthodoxy leads the in- 
telligent to infidelity, while Universalism leads the intelligent 
to faith in revealed religion. We admit sdl this. It is just 
what Universalists have always argued. 

In Mr. Smithes admissions here, we find the following 
fiicts involved. 1. Infidels are intelligent. 2. They reject 
the Bible because they think it teaches Orthodoxy. 3. In- 
telligent men revolt at the doctrines of the Orthodox, and pre- 
fer even infidelity. Now we think these men right in their 
reasonings on the inconsistency of Orthodoxy, and wrong in 
their interpretations of the Bible. They take for granted 
the views of biblicid interpretation which are afloat in society. 
These views are so repugnant to their reason and benevo- 
lence that they reject the Bible without stopping to investi- 
gate what the Bible teaches. So Gibbon assumes that the 
early Christians taught a personal reappearing of Jesus, 
which was near at hand when they wrote the New Tes- 
tament. He gives this as one reason why Christianity over- 
spread the Roman empire and supplanted the "refined poly- 
theism " of the Romans. Gibbon was an intelligent infidel, 
but a poor student of the Bible. ' 

There is a dispute pending in the Supreme Court of the 
United States, as to the constitutionality of the law of Massa- 
chusetts, regulating the sale of intoxicating liquors. Here is 
a foreigner deeply prejudiced against our government. He 
is a temperance man, and says the law of Massachusetts is 
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l^ijg^; but he asserts, «l the same time, that it is olmoasly 
ftgainart the constitution, and reacts the constitution because 
it upholds the liquor traffic. We should conclude, in this 
case, that the man was a good reasoner on the subject of 
rigiit and wrong ; but we might distrust his opinion on the 
constitution, because his prejudices naturally induce him to 
neglect a cavefol and candid perusal of that document. This 
applies to those intelligent infidels who believe the Bible 
teaches endless punishment, a local hell, and a personal devil, 
and reject it beisause of the TOpugnancy of these ideas to 
reason and benevolence. They are good reasoners, but poor 
interpreters of Scripture. 

Having thus refuted the position that ** Universalism leads 
to infidelity," by the subsequent inadvertent admissions of the 
author, we might be excused from going into any train of 
direct argument against this position. But we choose to re- 
fute Mr. Smith over again, by direct argument, lest his own 
refutation of himself might not be satisfactory to all minds. 
After stating the proposition, that " Universalism leads to 
infidelity," he thus argues to it, pp. 243-4: — 

'* If it be proof that there is no such being as Satan, because the 
term in the Bible is sometimes applied to men, then there is no God 
for the same reason . " 

Universalists disbelieve in a personal devil, an infinitely 
malignant being, — not altogether because the words iotan 
and devil are applied to men ; but also because it is absurd 
to suppose that a Being infinitely good, should create a being 
infinitely evil, to oppose and defeat the beneficent designs of 
his Creator. This Orthodox doctrine of evil is more absurd 
than the Persian idea. A part of the Persians hold the devil 
to be eternal, as well as God, and that the good Being will 
finally triumph over the evil being. How much more incon- 
sistent the idea that God has made a devil, or permitted his 
holy angels to become devils, in order to have some powerful 
opposition to himself! And the fact that the terms devil and 
satan are used in the Bible in application to evil men, is 
evidence that the Christian writers used these mythological 
names, figuratively, instead of recognizing the heathen my- 
thologies from which these ideas were drawn. They used 
the heathen mythology as imagery, just as Paul has drawn 
his imagery from heathen games, when he represents the 
Christian life as a "race," &c. It might as well be argued 
that Paul countenanced these games and theatres because he 
uses ihem in iibistration, as that the Christian wiiters be^ 
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lieved in the heathen notions of the fnture world, becftiue 
they sometimes draw illustrations from these ideas. On the 
other hand, nature hints the existence of a good Intelligence, 
and the Bible confirms this idea. There is no absurdity in 
the idea of Grod. But neither nature, reason, or the Bible 
teaches the existence of a personal devil. But we shall not 
argue this point further, for the more intelligent of limitarians 
discard the idea of a personal devil. It is not made an arti- 
cle of faith, we believe, in any of the various limitarian creeds. 
And when intelligent limitarian ministers use the term devils 
as they often do in times of revival, they use it poetically, as 
did the Scripture writers. 
Our author continues : — 

** If there be no evil angels, because the terms used to indicate 
them are employed to designate bad men, then there can be no holy 
angels, because this phrase is sometimes appropriated to good men." 

The same reasoning used in regard to a personal devil is 
applicable to fallen angels in general. There is great absur- 
dity in the idea that good intelligences, unincarnate, without 
temptation or a tempter, sinned and fell. And the fact that 
angel signifies, literally, a messenger, and sometimes applies 
to men, is further evidence that whenever the word is used 
in an evil sense, it applies to men. All such passages are 
susceptible of such application, without violence to the con- 
nection. Angels are spoken of in Scripture, in an evil sense, 
only in two places, 2 Peter 2 : 4, and Jude 6. Here they are 
spoken of in the same category with men, — with the ante- 
diluvians and Sodomites. Universalists generally believe 
that the reference in these passages, is to Kora, Dathan, 
Abiram and their company. But the word angels in some 
instances, occurs, where all agree that it applies to men, as 
in Rev. 2, where the ministers of various Christian churches 
are called the angels of those churches. But the word arigel 
sometimes occurs in a good sense where it cannot apply to 
men,^ without violence to the connection, and evidently signi- 
fies a celestial being. 

Our author continues the argument thus : — 

'' If there be no hell, because the original word, in its primary 
sense, did not denote the world of woe, then there can be no heaven, 
for the original word, so far from teaching a state of immortal felicity 
beyond the grave, only signified the atmosphere which surrounds the 
globe. 

'* If the phrases * everlasting punishment,' * everlasting destnM^- 
tkm,' 'eteraal damnation,' do not point out an endless stale of sufo^ 
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in^ dibn Hiere esn be no pxodf of enAflw felicity ; fcr the Mone epi*^ 
tliets ace need to denote the duiadon of pBnB^ment that are used to 
denoUe the duiatioii of felicity. No others are used, — no stron^r 
oan be used. By their yery principles of mterpretatioo, UniTezaalisti 
must become infidels, for those principles denjc^future exBtonce, as 
well as future retribution. Such interpretation has been, and ever 
must be, ^e piohfic source of infidelity.^' 

Universalists do not believe in a heal heaven. They rest 
their hope of future and endless happiness on the pFomtse of 
a resurrection to immartality, ineorru p tion and spiritwdit^^ 
as set forth by Jesus m his controversy with the Sadducees, 
and by Paul in his epistle to the Corinthians. They clearly 
infer the doctrine of the Restitution also^ from the decniiations, 
that Grod " will have all men to be saved," and " is the Sa- 
viour of all men ;" as ireQ as tiie declarations, that Jesus 
** tasted detitli for every many" and ^' will draw aD men unto ** 
him. The declarations that God is Lotb, — that he sustains 
to meti the relation of a Father, — that all his chastfaements 
are *^for our profit,'^ and wodc "afterwards the peaceable 
fruits of righteousness unto them who are exercised thereby,'* 
coziftrm the hope of universal salvation. But where the re** 
ward of the righteous and the punishment of the wicked are 
antithetically described as everiaSting^ we believe that there 
is no reference to a futuie world in either case. These pas- 
sages refer to vewardt aiid puamhmetUs. These are t» the 
earth, Sokxcaon says, '' The righteous shall he recompensed 
in the earth; much more the wicked and the sinner." But 
the happiness of immortailil^, is a "Jfrve gifi^^^ through Jesus 
and the resumection. 

The words, eoerlasting, forevert ^., are often applied to 
things that pass away. The land of Canaan was given to 
the Jews for an *•* emrkuHng possession," Gren. 17: 8, and 
48 : 4. Yet the Israelites have lost poesession of that land. 
We read of "the everiasting^ hills," Gen. 49: 26. Yet oui: 
Orthodox brethren believte that the hills shall be consumed. 
The Jewish priesthood was ordained of God to be " an ever- 
lasting priesthood,'* Ex. 40: 15, and Num. 25: 13. And 
yet all Christians beheve that it is now aboli^ied, and super- 
seded by the Christian ministry. It was said of the servant 
who was entitled to his freedom, but chose to remain with his 
master, that his ear shall be bored through with an awl« 
against the door-post, and he should " serve him forever,** 
]&. 21 ; 6. Ko one believes that the relations of master and 
servant are to 1^ peipetuated in the ftttuxe world. Theaa 
words signify a long, indefinite duration, but not on endleaa 



duration. When we read that the righteous shall be re* 
warded with *^ life etemal^^^ Matt. 25 : 46, the language is 
explained by a reference to John 17 : 3, " And this is Life 
Eternal, that they might know thee, the only true God, and 
Jesus Christ, whom thou has sent." The enjo3rment arising 
from such knowledge, is called " eternal life." And the op- 
posite of this is called " eternal damnation," or condemnation, 
as in Mark 3 : 29. But none of these passages has neces- 
ssirily any reference to an endless duration or even to a future 
world. 

This argument of antithesis is a favorite one with our Or- 
thodox brethren, though very unsound. We once heard a 
woman who was a little insane, state the proposition thus : 
" There is always a Jack for every Gill ; so if there is a God 
there is a devil, and if there is a heaven there is a hell." 
This is a kind of reasoning from analogy, not quite conclu- 
sive to a logical mind. Our limitarian friends must admit* 
that there must have been a time, or rather a period before 
time began, when there was no devil, nor hell, nor evil 
angels ; and yet there was then a God, a heaven, and good 
angeis. This shows that God and heaven do not depend for 
existence on the devil and hell. The former can and did 
exist without the latter. And as the Scripture account of 
creation says nothing of the creation of hell and the devil, 
but assumes that everything created was "very good," we feel 
no consciousness of infidelity in rejecting these pagan ideas, 
as forming no part of Christianity. The common, vulgar 
idea of a local heaven and hell, which the Catholics borrowed 
from the heathen Elysium and Tartarus, and which some 
limitarian Protestants retain, forms no part of Universalist 
belief. 

Mr. Suiith says of the words everlasting and eternal^ " The 
same epithets are used to denote the duration of punishment 
that are used to denote the duration of felicity. No others 
are used, — no stronger can be used." 

This is a mistake. There are stronger adjectives of dura- 
tion than aionion, which is rendered everlasting and eternal. 
Such is the word tikatalutos, which is translated endless, in 
Heb. 7 : 16, " Who is made, not after the law of a carnal 
commandment, but after the power of an endless life." This 
word is never applied to punishment We nowhere read of 
'* the power of an endless death,'* nor of endless punishment. 

Our author bases the proposition, that Universalism is 
kindred with infidelity, not so much upon argument, how- 
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mrex, as upon pretended facts, which he has given in great 
abundance. We shall notice the principal portion of them. 
He says of Hartford, pp. 15-16 : — 

" The leading men in the Unirersalist society were avowed infi- 
dels. And of such the society had ever been composed. Its foun- 
ders, those who built the meeting-house, and who, from the beginning 
of the society's existence, had sustained it, were open infidels. The 
first minister who preached in the UniyerEalist meeting-house, found 
great trouble from this source ; and finally was dismissed because 
he preached against infidelity, and would not desist when told that he 
must. A very large number of the active men in the society under 
my charge, avowed to me their disbelief in the inspiration of the 
Bible. A majority of my committee, the clerk of the society, with 
seven eighths of the pew-holders, were possessed of the same opin- 
ions. My warmest personal Iriends, those the most regular in their 
attendance on preaching, the most liberal in their support of Univer- 
salism, women as well as men, were frank enough to tell me, in my 
parochial visits, that they had no more faith in the Bible than they 
had in the Koran." 

Agaiir, p. 244 : — 

'' Infidels have a great sympathy with Universalism. . They fre- 
quently hold important ofiices in Universalist societies, and are among 
the most active members. I have already stated that the Universal- 
ist society in Hartford was mostly composed of infidels. The prin- 
cipal men, the most active and liberal in pecuniary matters, were of 
this character. Nor is this the first time this has been told. Mr. J. 
Bisbee, when pastor, spoke openly and boldly, in the pulpit and out, 
of that prominent feature of the society ; and it is well known that 
his plainness on this subject drove him from the society." 

How can it be that "infidels have a great sympathy with 
Universalism," when infidels, as Mr. S. has argued, believe 
the Bible to teach Orthodoxy ? The reverse of this is true. 
Genuine infidels often hate tfniversalism above all other theo- 
logical sentiments, because this cheering and consistent doc- 
trine saves men from infidelity and retards its spread. The 
author has exaggerated the case of Hartford, although we 
suspect there was some scepticism in that congregation when 
he labored there. Rev. Mr. Bisbee, Mr. S. allows, " spoke 
openly and boldly, in the pulpit and out," against infidelity. 
But he does not say that he, himself, ever opened his lips on 
that subject while in Hartford. We must infer that he was 
silent in regard to it. He says Mr. Bisbee's " plainness on 
this subject drove him from the society." But he represents 
that he was popular there, and received a unanimous invita- 
tion to return, while he was at Salem. If infidelity prevailed 
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at Hartford, who was responsible for it ? Mr. Smithy who 

took no measures to refute it, or to separate it from his people. 

Universalist ministers are not all thus time-«erving and 
unfaithful; nor are they all so troubled with infidelity in 
their societies. The writer of this, has ministered to but 
very few infidels. He once found himself embarrassed with 
a little of this sceptical influence in his society. But instead 
of conniving at it, by silence, he preached plainly and kindly, 
and yet boldly, against it, and enforced the evidences of 
Christianity. The result of this course was, that some were 
convinced, and one or two of the persons described, left 
meeting, while better men rallied to sustain the preacher. 
So will any faithful minister be sustained by Universalists, in 
such a course. 

When I was at Hartford, in 1836, soon after Mr. Smith's 
removal from that place, a very prominent man in the society, 
with whom I conversed, spoke very contemptuously of Mr. 
Smith, and with great respect of Mr. Bisbee. He said that 
the course of the former had tended to impair the public 
confidence in the Christian integrity of Universalist ministers, 
while all regarded Mr. Bisbee as a Christian. 

Rev. D. M. Knappen, recently settled as a Universalist 
minister in Halifax, Nova Scotia, in a letter published in the 
* Uiiiversalist Watchman* of March 14, 1846, says, "I 
have been treated (with some few exceptions on the part of 
infidels) with uniform kindness and regard. A more genuine 
spirit of liberality seems to be pervading the congregation to 
which we break the bread of life ; and the paralyzing spirit 
of scepticism, which on my arrival in this place, pervaded 
the minds of many of the congregation, is passing away," 
By this it would appear, that while Universalism was com- 
paratively unorganized in Halifax, scepticism was mingled 
with it ; but this faithful minister set himself about effecting 
a separation ; and though he provoked the hostility of some 
infidels, yet he was succeeding in his efforts. 

Mr. Smith's course has not materially altered on this 
subject, judging from facts, since he embraced Orthodoxy, 
While preaching to the Congregational society in Nashua, 
he had infidels in his parish. One was a gentleman in 
years, who used to say that all preaching was nonsense, and 
that he liked to hear that man best who would tell his non- 
sense in the smoothest manner; and so he attended and 
supported the meeting of Mr. Smith. There was also a 
young man there, not only an infidel, but a bold b^sphexn^r. 
tie pretended to have become pious, and sought to join Mr. 
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Smith's church. The public generally had no confidence in 
his sincerity ; but Mr. Smith defended him, and urged his 
claims. The church at first rejected him. But by the per^ 
severance of Mr. Smith and himself, he at length obtained 
admission. And after Mr. Smith was dismissed, this man 
was also excommunicated for licentious conduct. 

There are four kinds of infidels. 1. Those who entirely 
conceit their infidelity, and attend Christian worship, to pro- 
mote their worldly interests. These would naturally go with 
the most wealthy and popular societies ; and consequently, 
TJniversalists, at the present day, in most places, would not 
have their sympathies. 2. Those who are confirmed and 
bold in infidelity, and labor for its propagation. These, of 
course, attend no Christian meetings, and are, as we have 
before observed, particularly hostile to Universalism, because 
our views of religion prevent men being infidels. Such 
was Abner Kneeland ; and the Boston Investigator, which 
he published, always contended that the Bible taught endless 
punishment. 3. There is a class of less positive unbelievers 
who 'have large destructive elements of character, — who 
are, in constitution. Orthodox, save in their want of rever- 
ence. These attend limitarian meetings. I have one of this 
class now in mind who attends the Orthodox meeting in Nor- 
wich. He says that " a little hell and damnation is neces- 
sary for the most of men ;" and he also argues in favor of 
the gallows. 4, There is still another class of less con- 
firmed unbelievers, whose benevolence and reason predom- 
inate; who are TJniversalists in everything save faith. 
These, I fear, are fewer in number than the class last 
named. These naturally sympathize with TJniversalists, 
and if they attend meeting at all, attend ours. A few, and 
but a few, of such, we have numbered as hearers during our 
ministry. Several of these have become confirmed believers 
in Christianity, and some have united themselves to the 
church. Such we believe to be a candid statement of facts 
in the case. We believe there are fewer infidels in TJniver- 
salist congregations generally, than in most others. 

BEY. HOSEA BALLOU. 

No man is perhaps more extensively and prominently 
identified with Universalism, at the present day, than Rev. 
H. Ballou. It is on this account that Mr. Smith attempts to 
make his readers believe that Mr. Ballou is an infidel* or at 
least, has strong sympathies with infidelity. He Mtya,- pagw 
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€6, "Mr. Ballou informs us that he was led to adopt his 
views of religion by reading a Deistical book." Did Mr. S. 
intend to convey tne impression that Mr. Ballou embraced 
Deistical sentiments, and rejected the authority of the Bible ? 
We fear so. The reader might easily receive this impress 
sion, as there is nothing said to guard him from such an 
error. We will therefore give the language of Mr. Ballou, 
to which Mr. Smith refers, together with its connection and 
circumstances. Mr. Ballou says : — 

" It may be proper for me here to state one circumstance, which, 
no doubt, had no small tendency to bring me on to the ground where 
I have, for many years, felt established. It was my reading some 
deistical writings. By this means I was led to see that it was utterly 
impossible to maintain Christianity as it had been generally believed 
in the church. This led me, of course, to examine the Scriptures, 
that I might determine the question, whether they did really teach 
ifuU Jesus Christ died to reconcile an unchangeable God to his own 
creatures ! You cannot suppose that I was long in finding that so far 
from teaching such absurdities, the Scriptures teach that ** Grod was 
in Christ reconciling the world unto himself. ^^ -^ [Modem History of 
UniversaUsm, p. 437.] 

Thus, instead of drawing Universalism from " a deistical 
book," as Mr. S. implies, Mr. B. was led to examine the 
Scriptures for arguments against Deism, and thus found that 
the Scriptures taught Universalism. 

Again we read, p. 242 : — 

^' In many churches you will find deists ; and in one of the oldest 
Universalist churches in the vicinity of Boston, there was a man who 
was an atheist. His usual practice was, to attend the Universalist 
meeting in the morning, and go into Boston, and hear Abner Knee- 
land, in the afternoon, except on communion Sabbaths, when he 
would pass the afternoon in his own church to partake of the sacra- 
ment." 

This piece of scandal is thus reiterated in his third book, 
p. 50 : — 

'^ A professed Atheist, a member of Mr. Ballou 's church, was in 
the habit of attending Mr. B.'s meeting in the forenoon, and Mr. 
Kneeland's in the aflemoon, except on communion afternoons, when 
he remained at Mr. B.'s to commune.'* 

In his first version of this statement, the church to which 
this atheist belonged, was located " in the vicinity of Boston," 
and the atheistical communicant used to " ^o into Boston ** 
to hear Mr. Kneeland. In the last version, this individual 
1983 "a member of Mr. Ballou's church," which is welf 
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known to be located in School Street, Boston. Such con- 
sistency ! 

The following certificate will set the matter right : — 

" I hereby certify, that I have been a member of Rer. Mr. Ballon 's 
ehorch, in Boston, firom its organization to the present time, and dur- 
ing the last twelve years, or longer, have officiated in administering 
the Lord's Sapper in said church ; and that no such ease as the one 
above quoted, from Rev. M. H. Smith's ^^ Text-Book of Uuiver- 
saJism,*' page 50, has, to my knowledge, ever existed. I believe the 
statement to be untrue. D. E. Powars. 

''Boston, July 23, 1846." 

We have already explained, in the last chapter, that no 
man can join a Universalist church, without assenting to a 
profession of faith, which embraces a belief in God, in Christ, 
and in the Scriptures. 

FRANCES WRIGHT. 

The prominent identification of this lady with infidelity, 
has induced our author to pretend that there was great sym- 
pathy between her and the UniversalistSt and especially 
between this lady and Rev. Mr. Ballon. He says, pp. 
245-6 ; — 

'' When Frances Wright gave her leetures in Bostmi, the Univer- 

salists were among her most ardent admirers The prominent 

ministers of Universaiism were among her audiences, and were seated 
upon the stage with her at the Federal Street theatre. She visited 
them at their houses." 

Rev. Thomas Whittemore informs us that on one occasion 
he, in company with one or two other Universalist ministers, 
went to hear Miss Wright lecture in Boston. The house 
being entirely filled, no seats could be obtained elsewhere, 
and they were conducted to seats upon the platform, near the 
speaker. Such is the material of which this statement was 
made. I cannot learn that Miss W. ever called at the house 
of any Universalist minister. Such a thing is possible, 
however ; but if it were so, it would be rather inconclusive 
evidence that Universalists are infidels. It might as well be 
argued, that, because Satan once came among the sons of 
God, the sons of God are devils. 

Our author further argues the sympathy of Mr. Ballou 
with Miss Wright, from the very conclusive facts that Miss 
Wright entertained "a high respect for Mr. Ballou;" and 
that she once requested permission to occupy Mr. Ballou's 
pulpit lor ^'IkeelmidatimiQf the siUtje^ of Southern dav^ryi** 
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All con^did men who are acquainted with Mr. BaHoa, 
"entertain a high respect" for him. Such, we presume, is 
the case with Dr. Beecher and Dr. Sharp, who were pastors 
for many years in the same city with Mr. Ballou. Would 
this prove Mr. Ballou a Presbyterian or a Baptist? And 
in regard to the request to lecture in Mr. B.'s church, on 
*' southern slavery ^^^ what connection has that with infidelity 1 
Knowing Universalists to be a philanthropic people, friendly 
to the slave, and more liberal and tolerant than the limitarian 
sects in Boston, it is not singular that Miss W. should apply 
for the use of one of their meeting-houses for this purpose. 
But was the request granted ? This Mr, S. does not pre- 
tend. The house was withheld, doubtless, not from any 
want of sympathy with the slave, but from the suspicion thai 
the lecturer was aiming to obtrude her infidel sentiments, 
under the guise of philanthropy. 

ABNER KNEELAND. 

Mr. Smith miao labors to show that UniversaHsm and infi- 
delity were identified, in the case of Mr. Kneeland. He says, 
p, 72: — 

<' Mr. Kneeland, when a Universalist, made a tranalation of the 
New Tesfeament that ahovid teach his faith. He completed his work, 
and, by the light of it, ran off into atheism." 

Mr. Kneelcmd once compiled a new version of the New 
Testament, which he dignified with the name of a tfansla' 
Hon, This was many years before he became an infidel. The 
work never obtained much credit, and you will find very few 
copies of it in the libraries of Universalist clergymen. The 
writer has never seen but one copy of the work, although he 
has preached Universalism twelve years. 

Again, we read, p. 248 : — 

'' Mr. Kneeland was many years one of the moat popular advocates 
of Universalism. He is now an atheist. He states most explicitly, 

that Universalism is but a stepping-stone to infidelity Mr. 

Kneeland says that he, as an atheist, has reached his position only 
by carrying out those principles of interpretation which, when a Uni- 
versalist, he brought to the Bible.*' 

Mr. Kneeland found some fault because Universalists 
would not fellowship him in infidelity. He argued that 
Universalists adopted no human creed, leaving the mind free 
to investigate, so that it might be guided by the Bible alcK^er, 
and that >'^ carrying out" theprmcipUs of free invesiigQf^ 
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tidfi, he had been led to reject the Bible itself This is the 
fact on which Mr. Smith nas penned his assertions. 

Mr. Kneeland was originally a Baptist. He afterwards 
became a Universalist, and still subsequently, an atheist or 
pantheist. If this case proves the tendency of Universsdism 
to atheism, it also proves that the Baptist faith tends to Uni- 
versaiism. The Baptists are Calvinists in faith. If Mr. 
Eneeland's case proves that Uni versaiism was a stepping- 
stone to infidelity, it shows that there were three stones in 
this flight of steps, — that Universalism was the middle 
step, — and that the Calvinistic faith was the foundation 
stone. 

Universalism encourages free investigation. Where there 
is free investigation, some minds, peculiarly constituted, with 
deficient veneration, will aberr into infidelity. Yet the gen- 
eral effect of free investigation, is the prevalence of rational 
and liberal faith in Christianity. In France and England, 
where there are established religions, infidelity abounds. 
But in Germany, where there is more religious toleration, 
liberal Christianity prevails. 

It is further stated of Mr. Kneeland, p. 248 : — 

" Years before he publicly renounced his faith in the Bible, he was 
known to be an infidel. His ministerial associates knew this. But 
it did not hurt his standing, or injare his popularity. When he 
preached in Philadelphia, long before he openly rejected Christianity, 
he had discarded the whole Bible, excepting the book of Luke ; and 
the beginning of that he thought had better be dispensed with." 

We will now give the candid reader the facts of Mr. 
Kneeland's connection with, and separation from, the Uni-* 
versalists, which have been kindly furnished us by Rev. Mr. 
Sawyer, of Clinton, New York. 

'*Mr. Kneeland was pastor of the Prince Street [Universalist] 
Society in New York, for some time, — a year or two. A bitter 
quarrel sprung up either on his own account, or in which he took a 
lively part, and subsequently lefl ; but whether he was dismissed, or 
resigned, I know not. His friends, for he had a strong party with 
him, then hired the Masonic Hall. Here he continued for a few 
months, when, becoming too openly infidel, the doors were shut 
against him, and a public vote of the society withdrew fellowship. 
He still had friends, who became infidels with him, and who got up 
counter resolutions afterwards. But the meeting was an affiur quite 
by themselves, consisting of thirty or thirty-five members. All this 
took place in February, 1829. 

" The New York State Convention, then just formed, ^ssed., in. 
May following, the following resolutiottt *. — 

23* 
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«< < WhetOiB thiB coBventioii hz» received certain inlonnatioQ tliat 
the Second UniTersalist society in the city of New York has pub- 
licly withdrawn fellowship from Abner Kneeland, its former pastor, 
heing perfectly satisfied n'om the teaching of Mr. Kneeland as well 
as his writings, that he has embraced sentiments repugnant to the 
Christian religion, and the £uth of UnivBrsalists. Therefore, 

'* ^Resoh&ti, unanimously, that we approve of their proceedings so 
far aa the faets have come to our knowledge. 

*' * Resolved also, That said A. Kneeland he hereby requested to 
show cause, at the next session of the ^ General Convention of the 
N. E. States and others,* in September next, or at the next session 
of this body, in May, 1830, why the above proceedings of the said 
society should not be confirmed.' 

** The Kennebeck Association, and the York, Cumberland and 
Oxford Associations, m Maitie, had before withdrawn fellowship, i. e. 
during the winter of 1828-9, probably soon afler the action of the 
society in New York; the aates you may find, probably, in the 
' Trumpet ' or * Intelligencer,' as well as m the latter the resolu- 
tions. I have them not before me. 

" In May, 1829, at about the same time of the action of the N. Y. 
State Convention, Mr. Kneeland publicly suspended himself firom the 
fellowship of die order through the Southern Association) held in 
Hartford, Ct. 

" Here foUews his letter : — 

" * Whereas the circiunstances which have attended my ministry 
in New York, and which have resulted from my labors in that place, 
are such as to produce a dissatisfaction in the minds of many, and to 
induce a belief that I am not what I profess to be, a real believer and 
defender of the Christian religion, — and whereas this dissatis&ction 
and belief concerning me have become considerably extensive in other 
regions among Universalists ; it is my desire that all the associations 
and individual brethren of the order would allow me to suspend my- 
self as to the fellowship of the order, until I shall be able to give 
entire aa^faction that the cause of the world's Redeemer — of God 
— of truth, and of righteousness, is the cause in which I aih laboring, 
and to which my talents are devoted. Wishing you success, breth- 
ren, in all that is good, I subscribe myself yours affectionately, in the 
bonds of peace. Abner Kneeland.' 

'^ The association to which this was presented, met 19th May, 
1829, and it granted the above request ' so far as this association is 
concerned.' 

*' Shortly after this, Mr. Kneeland avowed his blank infidelity, but 
whether any further action was ever taken in his case I know not. I 
presume it was not deemed necessary." 

So ended tiie connection of Mr. Kneeland with the Uni- 
versalists. 

The amount of sympathy between infidelity and Univer- 

salism, and between Mr. Kneeland and Mr. Ballon, after the 

apostasy of the former from Christianity, may be learned 
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firom an article by Mr. Balloii, in the * Trumpet* of Jnne 1, 
1839, the first part of which we give below : — 

" OTFIDELrrY. 

*' The moot oonsiderable advocate which infideU^ had in this dty, 
for man^ years, was Mr. Abner Kneeland, formerly a clergyman of 
the Christian fsdth. For some time after Mr. K. establish^ his lec- 
tures and his paper, called the ' Investigator,' in this dty, he excited 
considerate attention, and many, both male and female, attended his 
lectures, and took and read his paper. But after the novelty became 
stale, his hearers became few, and his support was small ; and had 
it not been for the prosecution brought against him, for blasphemy, it 
seems almost certain that his labors would have been discontinued. 

'^ There were but a few in community, who did not appear to re-> 
pet that the authorities took any notice of what was pubhshed by 
Mr. K.; not that they were disposed to give his vhscenity any coun- 
tenance; but they very correctly calculated, that the prosecution 
wonld be the means of strengthening the infidel cause, by calling into 
action the sympathies of many, who otherwiae would have remained 
inactive. This verily proved to be the case. The prosecution was 
evidently the means of continuing Mr. K. in the city, and of calling 
to his aid, assistance and support, from resources which never would 
have been within his reach, had he not been prosecuted. By this 
prosecution he was greatly encouraged ; and prospects opened 
before him, which elevated his hopes to such a degree that he felt 
confident that his cause would triumph. 

*^ But after all, it will be seen that divine wisdom can best contrive 
events so as not only defeat such purposes as do not agree with the 
interests of troth, but also to promote the wiU of God. At the time 
the prosecution was in operation, and even while the slight penalty 
was endured, it did not occur to the mind of any one that infidelity 
was receiving a wound that would prove to be incurable. Even 
those on whom it devolved that the prosecution was brought to a legal 
result, acted with evident reluctance, it being generally believed, that 
infidelity and not Christianity was receiving aid and assistance by it ; 
and to the eye of linman reason this was the case. The writer of 
these remarks called on Mr. K. when he was in prison, ieeling a de- 
sire to discharge any Christian duty or obligation which his condition 
might impose, and was by him informed that he was never, in his 
whole life time, doing so well for himself as he was at that time. 
Not only was he confident that he was greatly prospering by the mere 
nominal penahy he was enduring, but he was in the enjoyment of 
good headth, good spirits, and the satisfaction of knowing that his 
family were well provided for. Thus did he and his friends encour- 
age themselves that the cause of infidelity was becoming permanently 
prosperous. And this appearance, while it was a matter of joy to 
the enemies of the gospel of Christ, was a subject of regret to its 
friends ; for they did not see how this encouragement, which was 
given to infidelity, could operate to its overthrow. 

" Would the reader be told how that which gave anoh evident eoh 
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conragement to the cause of infidelitj, could tend to its downftllt 
The answer is ready and apparent. As the prosecution was consid- 
ered by Mr. Kneeland and his friends in the character of persecution, 
it ^ye to their cause all the aid that persecution could give it ; and 
as It is a fact, and known to be a fact, that if a cause can be sup- 
ported by any possible means, persecution will efiect such support, so 
It is evident, beyond controversy, that if, being assisted by persecn* 
tion, infidelity cannot prevail, its case is hopeless. The experiment 
has now been tried. The friends of infidelity Jba,Te done all they could 
to promote its standing and influence, on the one hand ; and on the 
other, the authorities have lent it all the aid they could, by what its 
friends called persectUion. What more could have been done? And 
what is the reason infidelity is so evidently on the wanel It is be- 
cause it is not in the power of both its friends and enemies to make 
it what the people want. In a word, they cannot make good, whole- 
some, nourishing bread of it.'' 

In his reply to this article, published in the * Investigator,' 
Mr. Kneeland said, ^* I am sorry to find that hitherto I have 
had too favorable an opinion of H. B. I did think that he 
was on the whole pretty candid ; at least as candid as his 
religion would let him be ; but if so, I am as sorry for his re- 
ligion as I am for him." 

On p. 245, the author quotes from the * Investigator,' an 
extract from a letter written by an infidel from the west. 
This writer says : — 

'^ ' There are thousands and tens of thousands of sceptics and liber- 
als throughout the western country. And in the abeence of more 
hberal and philosophical lecturers, they employ Universalists. For 
two years past, tlie liberals in this town have employed and paid a 
Universalist preacher. But the moment I arrived, he was set aside. 
Indeed, the Universalist clergymen h^re are not to be sneezed at. 
Mr. Kidwell [one of the oldest and most popular Universalist clergy- 
men in Ohio] preached last Sabbath. I went to hear him ; and, of a 
truth, he preached as good sense, reason, philosopAiy, hberality, as I 
want to hear, or expect to. In short, he is a very good Kneeland 
man.' {Inves., July 19, 1840.)" 

The object of this writer was evidently to scandalize the 
Universalist ministers at the west, impair the public confi- 
dence in their Christian faith, and thus remove them out of 
the way, so that infidelity might spread the more easily. Uni- 
versalism is the great barrier to mfidelity, as Mr. S. has ad- 
mitted that intelligent men are driven into infidelity by sup- 
posing the Bible to teach the doctrines of the Orthodox. 
Where Universalian views of the Bible prevail, infidelity 
finds no market. It lies stale upon the shelf, like crab- 
ajfples in a dish beside delicious peaches. Hence infidels are 
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iJifi bitter o^;>osers and scandalizers of Universaliam ; and in 
this work of detraction and misrepresentation, they are in 
company with the Orthodox. Herod and Pilat^, rharisee 
and Sadducee, are united against the doctrine of the friend of 
publicans and sinners. 

MABBLEHEAI). 

On p. 247, we read : — 

*' The sympathy of infidels with Uniyersalism may be seen by the 
following extract from the ' Trumpet :' — 

'* ' I would allude to another town, not a thousand miles ifrom Mar- 
blehead, where, previous to the establishment of a Universalist socir 
ety, Bome fifty of Abner Kneeland^s papers went regularly ; but since 
Universalism has found a footing there, those papers have dwindled 
away almost to nought. I ask the reader again to make his infer« 
ence.' 

*^ The inferences we make are these : first, that it is perfectly nat- 
ural for the * Trumpet ' to take the place of Abner Kneeiand's paper ; 
secondly, that Universalism, to all intents and purposes, fully meets 
the wishes of infidels." 

Is this candid ? Siippose the Orthodox had sent the * Pu- 
ritan,* the * Boston Recorder,* or the * New York Evangelist,' 
to Marblehead, and the effect had been, to banish the * Inves- 
tigator,' (Mr. Kneeland's paper,) and establish an Orthodox 
society. Some Universalist writes an article on the subject, 
inferrmg from this circumstance, the identity of Orthodoxy 
and infidelity, and says, '*It is perfectly natural that the 

* Evangelist ' should take the place of Abner Kneeland's pa- 
per ;" and that ^' Orthodoxy, to all intents and purposes, fully 
meets the wishes of infidels." But how was this ? Did the 

* Trumpet ' supplant the * Investigator ' by advocating infidel- 
ity more eflfectually, or by changing the views of the people? 
The writer of this was at the Massachusetts State Conven- 
tion of Universalists, at Hingham, in June, 1839, where Mr, 
Smith was under trial for writing and denying the author- 
ship of his deceptive letter to Rev. Mr. Balch. In the even- 
ing, a conference meeting was held. Among the sneakers 
was a Mr. Gregory, a layman from Marblehead. He made 
one of the most fervent and thrilling appeals to which we had 
ever listened. He stated that Mr. Kneeland's infidel paper 
had formerly been taken, a large number, at Marblehead, 
and that he was among its readers. " But," said he, "when 
Universalism got hold upon my heart, it melted the infidelity 
all out of it. The universal love of God thawed the ice of 
unbelief." This is the way in which UniYer8a,liiun pitpplante4 
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infidelity, and the * Trumpet ' took the place of the * Investi- 
gator.' And this is the reason why infidels cooperate with 
limitarians to oppose and slander Universalists. 

The ' Trumpet' of January 20, 1844, gives an account of a 
great conference meeting held in the Unitarian meeting-house 
in Marblehead, on Thursday, January 11, 1844, at which 
this same Mr. Gregory spoke. His remarks on that occasion 
are thus reported in the * Trumpet :' — 

** Br. Gregory, (layman,) received his first religious impressions 
in this house. He then believed in endless misery. O, he was filled 
with anguish — he was driven almost to despair. He believed that 
doctrine was in the Bible, and finally he cast away that precious 
book, and became an infidel. Where should he get light 1 There 
were one or two Universalists in town — he remembered one, (Br. 
Homan,) ever since his boyhood. I went to hear the Universalists ; 
I listened attentively ; I began to find they had the right side of the 
case. The Bible, to my mind, began to harmonize with the works 
of God, — it appeared a reasonable book, and I believed. Then I 
could rejoice ; the light of inthiortality beamed on my soul. I could 
sa^, ' fear not, for Jesus is my Saviour.' I learned there was some- 
thing for map to do. Wc aie in duty bound to carry out our faith — 
we must examine our hearts — eradicate the errors, and cultivate true 
principles." 

Again, we read, p. 247 : — 

" When the tidings reached this country of the infidelity in Ger- 
many, it was hailed with joy by Universalists. The news was pub- 
lished in their periodicals, under the imposing caption of * Glorious 
news from Grermany.' Public meetings were held, resolutions 
passed, speeches made, and a day of thanksgiving appointed, in at- 
testation of their joy. ' ' 

This rejoicing of Universalists was not at the prevalence 
of infidelity but of Universalism in Germany^ and that among 
the " evangelical " party there, with Prof. Tholok at the head. 
We shall have occasion to speak of this in the next chapter. 
Mr. Smith, however, calls Universalism infidelity, whenever 
it will subserve his wicked aims. 

Again, same page : — 

*' One of the most learned defences of Universalism that has been 

fmblished, was written by T. S. Smith, of England. And yet, after 
aboring to prove that Universalism was the doctrine of the Bible, 
that gentleman threw the Bible aside, and is now an infidel." 

We know not whether this is true or not, and have no 
means of ascertaining. It has been reported this side the 
water> ihat Mr. T. S. Smith had turned infidel. Mr. Le 
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Fevre was so infonned wben in England. Bnt we baye 
heard it said, since, that Mr. Smith had joined the Unitarians 
of England, and as they are denominated * infidels,' by the 
Trinitarian sects, we suppose that the report of his infidelity 
arose from this. The Unitarians of England are firm be- 
lievers in the Scriptures and in the final salvation of the uni- 
verse. Their pulpits are open to the Universalist ministers 
of America, and there is a fraternal sympathy and correspon- 
dence between them. But even if the author of the treatise 
on " Divine Government " had actually become an atheist, we 
see not how this would prove any connection between Uni- 
versalism and infidelity, since the great mass of unbelievers 
were educated in the doctrine of endless punishment. 
Again, same page : — 

" The Purchase street Universalist Society in Boston, called the 
Sixth, in 1840 ran down. Its minister renounced Universalism. 
The hall and fixtures were transferred to the infidels, who hold meet- 
ings in it on the Sabbath. And among the most active in the infidel 
meetings, may be found the men who got up and sustained, while it 
existed, the Universalist society.'* 

We have conversed with Rev. C. Spear, formerly pastor 
of the Purchase street Universalist society, in regard to this 
statement. He says that after the Universalists left the hall 
in Purchase street, it was rented for various purposes. Among 
others, the Free Inquirers occupied it. And he believes that 
one man and only ojie who used to attend the Universalist 
meeting there, continued his attendance after it was occupied 
by the infidels. 

On pp. 248-9, the author quotes the very weighty author- 
ity of " Rev. 0. A. Brownson " for the infidel tendency of Uni- 
versalism. Mr. B. says, " That the legitimate tendency of 
Universalism, — or at least the present manner of teaching it, 
— is to scepticism, we have not the least doubt." Any sys- 
tem can be theoretically taught, accompanied with a cold and 
irreligious spirit, so that the public will distrust the teacher's 
sincerity and grow sceptical themselves. Mr. Brownson 
was such a teacher. We think, however, that there are 
fewer such preachers among Universalists than among the 
richer and more popular limitarian sects. 

Mr. Brownson continues, " The writer of this ' Review * 
was for a number of years associated with the Universalists 
as a preacher, and as the editor of a Universalist periodical. 
Of the twenty-five hundred subscribers to the paper which he 
conducted, it was presumed that more than half were seep- 
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iu»f or ftt let»t sceptical." This was only " presumed" Mr. 
Bm of course, was not personally acquainted with all these 
subscribers. What grounds, then, had he for presuming 
this I The best in the world, ^— -the fact that he was a scep- 
tic in disguise, inculcating his scepticism under the guise 
and in the name of Universalism. As soon as Universalists 
could obtain tangible eYidence, they deposed him from the 
ministry. This fact neither Mr. Brownson nor Mr. Smith 
had candor enough to state. 

After Mr. Brownson was disfellowshipped by the Univer* 
salists, for infidelity, he professed to be reconverted to Chris* 
tianity and joined the Unitarians. It was while a Unitarian 
that he penned the language Mr. Smith has quoted. Both 
he and Mr. Smith were moved by feelings of revenge. Mr. 
Brownson has finally wandered to and fro till he has found a 
resting place, — or had the last we heard from him, — in the 
bosom of the Holy Mother Church. Though of very differ- 
ent grades of intellect, yet he and our author seem to be sim- 
ilarly endowed in regard to stability of mind. 

Again, pp. 249—50 : — 

*' When these things are charged home upon Universalism, its ad- 
vocates appeal, by way of ofiset, to the fact that three or four books 
have been written by some of their preachers in defence of Christian' 
ity — books unknown save among themselves." 

These books are, " Lectures in Defence of Divine Revela- 
tion," by Rev. David Pickering, 1831, — "An Argument for 
the Truth of Christianity," by Rev. I. D. WilUamson, 1836, 
— " Christianity Against Infidelity," by Rev. T. B. Thayer, 
1836, — and " Causes of Infidelity Removed," by Rev. S. R. 
Smith, 1839. Our author says that these books are "un- 
known save among themselves." It is true that the opposers 
of Universalism generally ^ will not purchase or peruse books 
written by Universalists, even in defence of Christianity 
against the attacks of infidels. But it is not true that the 
books above named are "unknown save among" Univer- 
salists. The first named work, by Mr. Pickering, was thus 
recommended by OLIVER ANGEL, A. M., Providence, 
R. I., Author o/^ Union Class Books, Treatise on Mathemat- 
ics, &c. " I have read Mr. Pickering's * Lectures in Defence 
of Divine Revelation,' and assure you I have been highly 
gratified and instructed. They appear to me admirably cal- 
culated to strengthen and confirm the faith of Christians in 
the divine origin of their religion, and to shake the sandy 
/ottudation of sceptical philosophy. I would cheerfully rec- 
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oniiiend a perusal of these lectures to all who wish to hecome 
acquainted with the evidence on which the truth of our reli- 
gion rests." This work is also warmly recommended hy 
Rev. CHARLES HUDSON, pastor of a church in West- 
minster, Mass., from whom Mr. Smith has quoted somewhat 
largely against the character of Universalist societies. 

The last named work in this catalogue, hy Rev. S. R. 
Smith, has heen introduced, hy the authority of the govern- 
ment, into the school district libraries of the State of New 
York ; and though the Orthodox have petitioned to have this 
book removed, that petition has not yet been granted. And 
Mr. Thayer's volume was well spoken of, at the time of its 
publication, in the * Boston Recorder,' a journal devoted to 
the interests of Orthodoxy. 

All these works have met extensive sales and done more 
to remove the doubts of scepticism in this country, than all 
other works of the kind. Thus the Universalists have la- 
bored more earnestly and effectually against infidelity than 
any other religious denomination in America. 

One of the most striking specimens of our author's candor, 
is found in the following paragraph, on p. 250 : — 

"In his * Guide to Universalism,' Mr. Whittemore seems to be 
conscious of the infidel tendencies of his writing ; for, at the close of 
the work, he inserts Leslie's ' Short and Easy Method with the 
Deists ;' as if convinced that the bane and the antidote ought to go 
together." 

If Mr. Whittemore were really an infidel he would natur- 
ally desire that infidelity might prevail. If he desired infi- 
delity to prevail, he would, of course, take no measures to 
prevent its prevalence. In this case he would publish the 
"bane" without the "antidote." Mr. Smith represents 
Universalists as infidels in disguise, and clandestinely labor- 
ing for the spread of infidelity. If this were true, how absurd 
would it be to publish a large book of disguised infidelity, 
and insert among its pages, an article in open and powerful 
opposition to infidelity, like Leslie's " Short and Easy Method 
with the Deists?" Mr. S. would make Uuiversalists as in- 
consistent and contradictory as himself. 

Mr. Whittemore's book is entitled " The Plain Guide to 
Universalism ; designed to lead Inquirers into the Belief of 
that Doctrine and Believers to the Practice of it." In such 
a work he designed to furnish the Universalist with all nec- 
essary means of defending the truth, not only against the 
dbctrme of endless punishment, but also against luMellt^^ 

24 
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This is evidently the object of inserting Leslie's " Short 
Method" in the "Plain Guide." This is obvious to any 
candid mind, and none but a mind perverted like Mr. 
Smith's, by laboring to sustain a false position in the 
world, coidd represent this circumstance in the light in 
which he has represented it. 

The author says again, p. 251 : '' A peaceful death in infi-. 
delity is regarded as a triumph of Universalism." He then 
gives a pretended case of " a young man ". in " the town of 
Springfield, Massachusetts," on the authority of " a highly 
respected clergyman*" The names of the young man and 
the clergyman are, of course, not given. The story, we 
doubt not, would be found, on investigation, to be like the 
story related by Mr. Smith of young Morrill, of Nashua, — 
destitute of truth in all its essential particulars. 

CLINTON LIBERAL INSTITUTE. 

Mr. Smith has cited, in proof of the infidei tendency of 
Universalism, the case of the Clinton Liberal Institute, pp. 
254—6. He says that it " is a denominational school," and 
under the control of Universalists. This, when Mr. Smith's 
book was published, was not true. The Institute was not 
then, and never had been, though it has since become, a de- 
nominational institution. The plan of its organization was 
undoubtedly taken from the Girard College. It was founded 
by a union of Universalists, Quakers, free thinkers, and 
others, who were unwilling to patronize the sectarian semi- 
naries and subject their sons and daughters to the influence 
of dogmas therein inculcated. It originated at a time when 
fanatical excitements invaded even our seminaries of learn- 
ing; and the Universalists in New York, not feeling able to 
support an institution of their own, thought it expedient to 
join with others and establish a school, from which all sec- 
tarianism should be excluded, by excluding all religious ex- 
ercises. Such was the design of the institution. It was 
founded on an error. It never found favor with the New 
England Universalists. They wanted a Universalist insti- 
tution. And the New York Universalists, having learned 
by experience, the error of educating the intellectual powers 
and the moral feelings, altogether separately, have recently 
obtained possession and exclusive jurisdiction of the Institute, 
and it is now, in the usual sense, a denominational institu- 
tion. 

Mr. Smith, however, misrepresents even its original pur- 
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pofie. Ifesoys: " The ckaiter and articles of ecmpact w«ie 

framed by men who designed to teach infidelity under the 
name of Unirersalism. It was so understood by the Uni- 
versalist clergy, to whom these focts are well known.*' This 
is totally untrue. The author knew it to be untrue. He 
does not admit that he was ever an infidel, oi aided in pro- 
moting infidelity. Yet he recommended the Institute to the 
' patronage of his UniversalisI friends in Hartford. Axkd so 
zealous was he in securing patronage for this mstitutkm, that 
he gave so exiaggerated a representation of ^ village where 
it is located, that a young lady who went from Hartford to 
attend school there, was greatly disappointed, and her family 
were quite dissatisfied with Mr. Smith. I had this fiom the 
young lady and her parents. 

While the Orthodox were accusing the Univeisalists of 
infidel sympathies in the case of the institute, infidels were 
jealous that it would be perverted to the mculcation of Uni- 
versalism. It was in this spirit that Mr. Hale made the be- 
quest to which Mr. Smith refers, upon the condition that no 
teacher professing Christianity, shall be employed in the 
schools. Mr. Smith states this circumstance so as to give 
his readers the impression that this legacy had been (iccepted 
<m those anti-Christian terms. This he knew to be untrue. 
Our author says, (quoting the * Trumpet,* Aug. 21, 1841,) 
" Mr. S. R. Smith says, ' When the legacy becomes due, no 
teacher shall be employed who is a professor of the Christian 
religion.'" "Mr. S. K. Smith" never used that language. 
We will give Mr. S. R. Smith's language as published in 
the * Trumpet' of Aug. 21, 1841, and the candid reader will 
then see the deception that Mr. M. H. Smith has practised 
in this case. Here it follows : — 
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*' Information has occasionaUy roMdied ns firoiR difierent places, 
that the Rev. M. H. Smith Boada it a part of hi» business and duty 
to express his horror of the character and influence of CUnton Liberal 
Institute. But presuming that where they were both known, tho 
motives that inspired this course of vituperation would he appreeiatedy 
the subject Jias been permitted to pass unnoticed. A letter firom a 
friend in Connecticut, detailing some of Mr. Smith's rexsarks, seema 
to require that they receive a Utile attrition. 

**l. He is said to have stated, that * the lawa of the Institute for- 
bid the introduction of religion within its walls.' 

'*' This is probably assumed on the ground that no public services 
of religion can be performed during cIms hours — and that no minister 
of any sect may hold meetings la the Institute. Both these thin^ 
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ware often done in otker inxidtadmm, to the gttfai IncoBvsetaiettM ttf * 

the pupils, and detriment of their studies, at the time when the Insti- 
tute was estabUshed; and it was proper and necessary to guard 
against them. 

'^ But the Bible has usually, if not always, been read, at the open- 
ing of school each morning, in the Female department, and the other 
department might be opened with prayer. The first Principal was 
educated m Grermany, and was not there accustomed to the obserr- 
ance of that form ; and his successor has not interfered with a custom 
thus casually introduced. Surely the admission and use of the Bible, 
cannot imply the prohibition of religion ! 

'* 2. We are told that Mr. Smith also said, * that no person could 
be admitted as an instructor, who was a religious person.' 

'^ This is news to us ; and will doubtless be very flattering to his 
new friends, when they learn that by far the greater number of 
teachers in the Institute have been opposers of Univenalism ! The 
first Principal (Mr. Thummel; was a German Lutheran minister. 
And few need be told that Dr. Clowes who now fills the same chair, 
is a minister of the restitution, and preaches within a stone's cast of 
the door of the Institute. When the building for the Female depart- 
ment was- first opened, the Teacher (Miss Dean) was a Presbyterian 
in habits, prejudices and association, if not a member. Her successor 
was educated under Episcopalian auspices, and identified herself also 
with Presbyterians. The next Teacher in that department (Mess 
Meech) was alto an Episcopalian ; but had too much respect for the 
Institution to give her influence to opposing sects. Thus during 
about seven years, the principal Teachers in both departments of the 
Institute, were known opposers of Universalism. To these should be 
added several music teachers, during and since the above period. 
We cheerfully leave Mr. Smith and his new friends to settle the 
question of the reii^on of these orthodox instructors ! 

*' 3. It is also said that Mr« Smith stated, * that an individual left 
a donation to the Institution, on condition that the Bible should not 
be used — that no minister should be admitted, and that no religion 
should be taught there. ' 

*' But did not Mr. Smith perceive that this story of the legacy con- 
tradicts some of his other statements ? The man who made the legacy 
was well acquainted with the laws and usages of the Institute, and 
had seen their operation for years. And if the Bible had not been, 
and could not be used in it — why should he provide against it? If 
no mihister could be admitted there, why did he prohibit their Intro- 
duetion? And if no religious instruction could be given in the Insti-^ 
tuAe, can any one imagine why he required that none should be given 
at a particular time! The truth, however, is, the onl^ proviso of 
the inll, of any importance in the case, was, that when the legacy 
became due, no teacher should be employed who was a professor of the 
Christian religion. It will occur at once, that this impues that pro- 
fessors of the Christian religion might now be employed. We merely* 
add, that it was probably not known to Mr. Smith, that the Institute 
has never received nor accepted any such legacy, and never wHl on 
thoBO conditioDB." 
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Pfom -diis it w31 be seen that mir suthor not only misrep* 
resents the institute, stating^ that it was infidel ; that religion 
was erduded from its walls, and no religfions person allowed 
to teach ; and that it had received a legacy on infidel terms ; 
— btttwhen Rev* S. R. Smith publishes an article contra- 
dicting and correcting these representations. Rev. M. H, 
Smith purposely misquotes the language of that very article 
and withholds those parts of it which would falsify his state- 
ments. The part of Rev. S. R. Smith's article which our 
. author misquotes, is the part in italics, towards the close. 
He there substitutes " becomes** for •* became,** and " shalV* for 
" should,** and thus changes the Tdiole meaning of the lan- 
guage. This could not be accidental, because, if the lan- 
guage had been correctly quoted, it would not have answered 
his purpose. Besides, his book has passed through twelve 
editions and he has had ample opportunity to discover and 
correct all mistakes. 

The institute was neither infidel nor XJniversalist in its 
design. It was merely negative in its religious features, 
designed to teach no religious belief nor unbelief. Univer- 
salists composed its principal founders, but they had no de- 
nominational control of it. They have found this union to 
be uncongenial and the design unwise, and have abandoned 
them. The present and prospective character of the Clinton 
Liberal Institute, may be learned from the following commu- 
nication from its Principal, Rev. T. J. Sawyer, A. M. It 
was written at my request, and bears date, March 25, 1846. 
He answers several inquiries of mine, in the order in which 
they were propounded : — 

^* 1. 'Is the Institute now legally in possession and under the ex- 
• elusive control of Universalists ? ' 

'* I answer, yes, as much so as any institution of the class can be, 
under the patrdnage of the State. The Trustees are all Universal- 
ists except one, who is a Presbyterian. The Executive Committee 
are all universalists. The Principal is inclined that way, and so are 
most if not all the Teachers. It is as much Univeraalist as any 
Academy in the State is Presbyterian, Methodist or anything else. 

** 2. * Can religious exercises now be, and are such exercises per- 
formed, in the schools of the Institute ? ' 

* ^ I answer, they are. In the Male department the school is opened 
and closed daily by prayer. The Scriptures are read in the morning. 
I have several times preached in the Chapel. In a word, we can now 
do, in this respect, what we will. The constitution originally adopted 
was, last summer, previous to my coming here, abrogated, and a new 
one established, as free and just as we oould make it. 

<< 3. ' Was the lep^ of Mr. Hale accepted! ' &c. 



*' I answer lih&t the lepcy of Mr. Ibie was made iri«nfii n mka- 
ner as not to benefit the IiiBtitiite under any ciroumstanees during ti»> 
lifetime of his widow now living. It was also made on touch condir 
tions that nobody ever thought of accepting it, unless it should he 
through the action of the Legislature or Supreme Court declaring the 
impossible conditions null and void. These conditions were that, at 
the time of the death of his widow, there should not be any professed 
Christian in the board of trustees, or in the board of teachers in th6 
Institute, t. e., in other words, that it should be thoroughly infidel. 
... I think it probable that a decision of the Supreme Court or aa 
act of the Legislature may, in the end, give the Institute that bequest* 
But it can never be taken on the conmtions prescribed in the will. 
Nor did any one, friend or foe, in this region, think of such a thing.'* 

Mr. Sawyer speaks rather humorously when he says ^Hhe 
Principal is inclined " to Unirersalism. He was, for sixteen 
years, pastor of the Second Universalist Society in New 
York. 

THE SOITTH. 

There is one fact connected with Universalism, which has 
always troubled its opoosers. That fact is, that Universalism. 
is most prevalent in tiie most enlightened and virtuous por- 
tions of our country. It prevails more extensively in 
New England than any other part of the Union, and more 
in Massachusetts than in any other portion of New England. 
The celebrated revivalist. Elder Knapp, contrived a way of 
accounting for this, without admitting thei real connection of 
Universalism with intelligence and virtue ; and Mr. Smith 
has borrowed this idea from Mr. Knapp, as he has some 
others, without giving Mr. K. any credit. This plagiarism 
occurs on pp. 256-7 : — 

"If any further proof was needful, the south would furnish it. 
Universalists have made great efforts to spread their sentiments at 
the south, but without success. The frankness of the southern 
character disdains disguise. Those who are religious give Univer- 
salism no countenance ; those who are not, wish for no cloak. It is 
no reproach at the south to be irreUgious ; at the north it is. Uni- 
versalism flourishes at the north ; in the south it cannot live. Tlie 
same class in the one section who embrace UniyersaUsm, in the other 
are open infidels." 

This is certainly not very complimentary to the character 
of New England. But there are some facts which entirely 
overthrow this hypothesis ; 1. Infidels have been more open 
and zealous at the north than at the south. They have es- 
tablished meetings in New York and Boston. At the latter 
place, they have, for sKmie years, jmblished, and still puMish, 
a paper devoted to the cause of unbelief ^ called the * Investi- 
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glttor;' Hfcile in our «oatiiarn citiies, ive bclieV^, no sndi 
open, public, and organized exertion has been put forth. 
Their leader, Mr. Kneeland, actnaUy aofiered imprisonment 
in Boiton, in the cause. We hare heard of no such instan- 
ces of the martyr spirit in the cause of infidelity, at the south* 
The great theatres of Frances Wright's operations in Amer- 
ica, were the northern cities of Philadelphia, New York and 
Boston* There is, perhaps, more latent infidelity at the 
soudl ; but it is more deyeloped, bold and organized at the 
norths 

2. UniTersalism prevails more in the more enlightened 
and virtuous than in the less intelligent and moral of the 
northern states. In Massachusetts, the moral Eden of New 
England, where education, even to a preparation for college, 
iafree to all the people, there ore 138 Universalist ministers, 
or one to every 5340 of the population ; while in Rhode Isl- 
and, there are but G Universalist preachers, or one to every 
18133. In Ohio, the garden of the west, there are 76 
preachers of our faith, or one to every 19860 ; while in Illi- 
nois, there are but 21, or one to every 22671 ; and in Mis- 
souri, 4 preachers, or one to every 96000. In Arkansas and 
in Texas, the lands of dirks and Bowie knives, of duels, rob- 
beries and murders, there is not a herald of Universal salva- 
tion to be found. 

So much for the truth of this item. Now for its consist- 
ency. Mr. S. says, in this quotation, " Universalism Jhur^ 
ishes at the north ; in the south it cannot live." It does not 
merely exist, — it ^^ flourishes at the north." This is true. 
Yet he elsewhere contends, as we shall see in the nejrt chap- 
ter of this * Review,* that Universalism is " on the wan^ " all 
over New England ! Should some one attempt to write a 
HorcB SmithiaruBs after the manner of Paley's " Horse Pau- 
liniB," the task would be somewhat difficult of execution. 

" But why is it," the candid reader will inquire, " that 
Universalism cannot thrive at the south as in the north, — 
in New Orleans, Mobile, Charleston and Richmond, as in 
Portland, Boston, New York and Philadelphia ? " We an- 
swer, 1. The small amount of general religious feeling at the 
south, is insufiicient to induce, in the masses, the spirit of 
religious investigation. 2. The duelling and lynching usages 
at the south, so cultivate the spirit of revenge, as to render 
the idea of universal forgiveness, repugnant. 3. The insti- 
tution of human slavery is counter to the doctrine of the 
spiritual equality and brotherhood of man. This idea is set 
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forth in tiie Protest of the Universalist clergy against -slavery » 
given in the last chapter. 

In the * National Anti*SlaTery Standard ' of June 4, 1846, 
there is an article on this * protest,' from which we quote the 
following : — 

" The Universaliat denomination have shown by this Protest, and 
various other acts, that they are decidedly an anti-slavery body. 
This denomination has increased, in the free states, whhin the last 
twenty-five yesrs, beyond all parallel, while in the i^ave stales liaidly 
a footing can be obtained. This speaks in plain language as to it» 
tendency. One of the SDuthem papers recently stated, that it pre- 
ferred, of the two to have an ultra Abolitionist lecture at the south 
than to have Universalist preaching there." 

It is this institution which forms die principal cause of the 
slow progress of Universalism in the south. UnivTersalism 
recognizes the doctrine of human brotherhood. It views 
man as God's image, whether that image be carved in ivory 
or in ebony. 

We trust that this obstacle will one day be peaceably re- 
moved. The proverbial hospitality of the southern character, 
is a trait highly favorable to Universalism ; and when their 
civil institutions shall come to recognize all men as men, 
"the south shall keep not back." 

The following anecdote from the " Life of Garrick," is 
given, (pp. 261-2,) to show that Universalism, in its moral 
influence, Is the same as infidelity : — 

''The lecture upon the non-credenda of the free thinkers was re- 
peated 80 often, [at Mr. Mallet's table,] that the inferior domestics 
becams soon as able di^utants as the heads of the family. The fel- 
low who waited at table, being thoroughly convinced that for any of 
his misdeeds he should have no account to make, was resolved to 
profit by the doctrine, and made off with many things of value, par- 
ticularly the plate. Luckily, ho was so closely pursued, that he was 
brought back with his prey to his master's house, who examined him 
before some select friends. At first the man was sullen, and would 
answer no question put to him ; but,* being urged to give a reason for 
his infamous behavior, he resolutely said, * Sir, I had heard you so 
often talk of the impossibility of a future state, and that after death 
there was no reward for virtue or punishment for vice, that I was 
tempted to commit the robbery.' 'Well; but, you rascal,' re]^ied 
Mallet, 'had you no fear of the gallows 1* ' Sir,' said the fellow, 
looking sternly at his master, ' what is that to you, if I had a mind 
to venture that ? You had removed my greatest terror ; why should 
1 fear the less?'*' 

This servant had doubtless been brought up under the sole 

jnAuence of those two favorite items of Orthodox restraint, — 

Jmll Bad the gallows. Hell being lemo^Qd^ the (^Qows was 
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insufficient to restrain him. Mr. S. has only shown by this, 
that with such a man, the gallows is not sufficient without 
the fear of hell. And yet while thousands believe in univer- 
sal salvation, no Universalist has ever committed capital 
crime. The fear of hell and the absence of the softening 
influence of love, so hardened this servant that the fear of 
the gallows alone, was ineffectual. Had he been taught by 
Universalists instead of^^ free thinkers," he would have found 
a restraint against crime, in the certainty of the present remorse 
and misery it brings, and an incentive to virtue, in the belief 
that wisdom's ways " are ways of pleasantness and all her 
paths are peace." Universalists, believing thus, need the 
fear of neither hell nor hanging to restrain them from what 
they consider their own injury, nor to induce tbem to pursue 
their own highest good. According to the argument that our 
author draws from this instance, the gallows is quite unneces- 
sary for believers in endless punishment ; as the " greatest 
terror" supersedes ".the less." And yet believers in endless 
punishment are almost the only advocates of capital punish- 
ment. Perhaps they wish to perpetuate it only for the re- 
straint of Universalists, who have not the fear of hell before 
them^ It may be that they hold to capital punishment as 
they do to endless punishment, not for themselves, but for 
others. If so, they may cease their opposition to the anti- 
gallows reform ; for no Universalist has ever committed cap- 
ital crime, and our faith in the certainty of present inward 
punishment, is a far stronger incentive to virtue than th^ mere 
chance of being hung. 

THE 0ONX-OUt^£&8. 

In his 3d book, p. 63, the author says, " In the more recent 
assaults upon the church and the ministry, you find the min- 
isters of Universalism among the leaders in the assault." 

Mr. S. here refers, it is presumed, to the Come-out-ers. 
We believe that one or two Universalist ministers have sym- 
pathized with this movement. But its leaders generally have 
been believers in Orthodox views of punishment. The most 
eminent of the New England Come-out-ers is Mr. S. S. Fos- 
ter. He is Orthodox, as we have learned from his own lips, 
and if we mistake not, he was once an Orthodox minister. 
Abby Kelley and Abby Folsom, those two renowned female 
Come-out-ers, are not Universalists. Abby Folsom has been 
a Methodist. And finally, that prince of all Come-out-ers, 
the celebrated atheist, anti-human-government, anti-mar- 
riage and community man, John Ccmins, of Wisiitem Neipr 
York, was educated for the Orthodox TiLV[i\&\x^^^ ks^S^^^^^. 
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CHAPTER VI. 

DfiCUra OF VNIV£BSA>LIS9fL 

iind tlM children of kntl wefr froilfiU, and iacieued thoadmnd^, and 
multiplied, and waxed exceedingly mighty; and the land was filled with 
them. E^odtrs i. 7. 

In his larger work, out author lahors rery earnestly to 
make his heazers beliere that Uniixersatisin is dec]amag» 
He says, in capitals, pi 325, *^ Univb&salxsm is on ths 
wamb/' And again, p» 348 : — 

'' How evidbnt is it tiiat UnirersaliiBm eontsans the eiements of yl» 
own ruin } that it is on tlie wane." 

Why, then, does not Mr. Smith allow it to die a natural 
death, and sink into the grave peaceably ? Why inflict upon 
the public, twelve edttfons of his larger book and then publish 
an abridgment? And why should our Orthodox brethren 
pay out Uieir money for all these books of opposition to a 
dying system, when it would save so many souls of the 
heathen from endless misery T 

This is the most deceptive part of Mr. Smith's labors. He 
misrepresents by suppressing portions of the truth. Where 
XJniyersalists have outgrown the dimensions of a meeting- 
house, sold it to some smaller society of other faith, and built 
for themselves a new and larger ajad more costly place of 
worship, Mr. Smith relates the fact of the meeting-house 
being sold, as evidence that Universalism has perished in 
that place, and suppresses all the other circumstances* which 
would give his readers the true state of the case* His state- 
ments on this subject, are often like the Indian's. An Indian 
told a tavern-keeper that he, [the Indian,] had killed a deer, 
and would sell it to him for a quart of rum. When he had 
secured the liquor, the purchaser asked him where he should 
find the deer. " Go," said the Indian, " down the brook till 
you have passed over two fences. A few rods below the 
lower fence, is an elm-tree. A few rods below the elm-tree, 
is a rock ; and behind that rock, lies the deer." The credu- 
lous host made search according to the hunter's directions^ 
but found no deer. When he returned he called the Indiaa 
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to account. " Well,** said the red man, ** did you find the 
brook ? " " Yes." " And the fences V « Yes." " And the 
tree ? " ** Yes." " And the rock ? " " Yes ; but there was 
no deer." " Well," responded the son of the forest, " I 
might have been mistaken about the deer ; but the rest is aH 
true." So, in some of Mr. Smith's statements, the circum- 
stances are all correct with the trifling exception that Uni« 
▼ersalism has suffered no dedhtt. We sfaaH have occasion 
to mark some of these instances as we proceed. 

Our author says, p. 287, " No system has lost so many 
members. No sect, in so short a time, has lost so many ad- 
vocates." Then certainly Universalists must have been very 
numerous. The Catholic system, in the time of Luther, lost 
a large number of members and advocates ; yet not so many, 
according to our author, as the Universalist system ! And 
notwithstanding this unparalleled discount, its members and 
advocates have been constantly and rapidly increasing, as we 
shall by and by show, to the satisfaction of every candid 
mind. 

Again, we read, p. 272, " In New England alone, more 
than one hundred Universalist societies have run down since 
1830." This, we presume, was written as eaily as the close 
of 1840, when Mr. Smith prepared his " Lectures." This 
would make the average loss of societies ten a year. We 
know not how many Universalist societies there were in 
New England, in 1830, as our denominational Register, con- 
taining the statistics of our order, was not established till 
1836. In 1836, there were in New England, according to 
the Register, 358 societies. According to the Register for 
1846, there were then, 507. This presents a gain of 149 
societies in ten years, or about ten and a half per year, 
over and above the loss, according to Mr. Smith, of ten soci- 
eties per annum ! The friends of Universalism ought to 
be satisfied with this gain. We can afford to lose, at this 
rate, for many years to come. But we suspect that it would 
trouble Mr. Smith to name a dozen Universalist societies 
that have actually "run down" in New England, since 
1830. 

MINISTERS WHO HAVE RENOUNCED UNIVERSALISM. 

Our auth(H: names among those who have left the Univer- 
salist ministry, Paul Dean and Charles Hudson, pp. 287-8» 
And he says again, p. 293 : — 

'*Tb(i foUowbig ptncm leift the minist^ of UnivcmiMBi at iSb^ 
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^lime time, ajad hsve views umilar td those e&prtssed hj Mr. Hvcl- 
soji ; — Edward 'Turner, — one of the oldest preachers in the ordei', 
— P. R. Russell, N. Wriflrht, E. M. Stone, Seth Chandler, David 
Pickering, Adin Ballou, Lyman Maynard, George Bradbum, and 
William Morse. All but two of these men are numbered among the 
preachers of Universalism in the ' Modem History. ' " 

These gentlemen, with one exception, never have re- 
nounced the doctrine of Universal salvation. In conse^ 
quence of some unfortunate personal differences and clerical 
rivalries, a small band of ministers attempted, some years 
since, to divide the Universalist denomination on the ques- 
tion of future punishment. To this end they withdrew, and 
formed a separate organization, which took the name of 
" Restoration ist." The gentlemen here named by Mr. Smithy 
except the last two named, formed this faction. Mr. Mors^ 
subsequently joined the Unitarians, and Mr. Bradbum turned 
politician. This movement proved a failure ; for the great 
majority of our ministers who believed in future limited 
punishment, still retained their connection with the Upiyer* 
salist denomination. This new Restorationist organization 
soon perished ; but none of its members, so far as we have 
learned, have ever become limitarians. David Pickering has 
again united with the Universalists. Adin Ballou is now 
engaged as the leader of a Fourier association in Milford, 
Massachusetts. He is still a believer in the Restitution of 
of all things. "William Morse is pastor of the Unitarian 
society in Tyngsboro, Mass., and still believes in the salva- 
tion of the world. Paul Dean is preaching in Easton, 
Mass., to a society of Universalists and Unitarians. Charles 
Hudson, now a member of congress, worships, when at home, 
with the Universalist society in Westminster, Mass. 

The only one of the above list who ever actually renounced 
Universalism, is P. R. Russell. ' He is now a Chjist-ian, and 
they generally deny the doctrine of endless misery, and hold 
to the annihilation of the wicked. 

Mr. Smith conveys the impression that these gentlemen 
have gone over to the side of endless misery, which is untrue. 
His statements are studied deceptions and evasions of trutK 
and candor. 

On the same page, he adds to this list : — 

<' Among others who have renounced the ministry of Umveraalttm 
within the last nine years, and who have united in their testamoay as 
to its bad moral tendency, I record the following names:-- '0. A; 
Brownson, A. St. Chur, Stephen Cutler, J. Baniield, J. S. Thompson, 
Aif Ci AauM, i'. 0. ^odd^, C. Palmer, Mr. Tmof, <k. IhtdTW, 
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iMtoaa, £. N. Hnris, W. H. Ta^, J. W. Hoskuia, F. Maoe, N. 
Chapin, W. Whittaker, and S. Turner." 

L. C. Todd, like David Pickeriog, has rejoined the Uni- 
versalists, of which our author was well aware ; but which 
he conceals from his readers. O, A. Brownson, as we have 
already stated, went from Universalism to infidelity, thence 
to Unitarianism, thence to a kind of indescribable radicalism, 
or socialism, and has finally joined the Catholic denomina- 
tion. He has said harder things against the Unitarians, and 
more recently against all Protestants, than any Mr. Smith 
has quoted from him against the Upiversalists. W. Whit- 
taker and S. Turner came from the limitarians, and have 
gone back again. 

A. C. Arnold [A. C. L. Arnold it should be] went from 
the Universalists to the Unitarians, without professing any 
change of sentiment. Since Mr. Smith's book was pub- 
lished, we have known Mr. Arnold to exchange desk ser- 
vices with a Universalist minister, and the exchange was of 
Mr. A.'s own seeking. He and Mr. Smith were pastors in 
Nashua at the same time. A member of Mr. Smith's church 
in Nashua, left his meeting and attended on the preaching 
of Mr. Arnold, at the Unitarian meeting. Mr. Smith spoke 
of this case, in a church-meeting, and said he would as lief 
that this member would attend the Universalist as Mr. Ar- 
nold's meeting; and that Mr. Arnold, in going from the 
Universalists to the Unitarians, professed no change of doc- 
trine. What Mr. Arnold's views may be, we do not know. 
We are by no means anxious to claim him as a Universalist. 

A. St. Glair. We know nothing of him, at present. He 
turned Orthodox ; and the last we heard of him, the editor 
of the 'Congregational Journal' denounced him in the 
lowest terms. 

J. Banfield, as far as we can learn, has never renounced 
the doctrine of Universal salvation, but he has abandoned 
the ministry. 

Of C. Palmer, we have never heard. 

Mr. Tracy. Such a man (Rev. J. M. Tracy) withdrew 
from the Universalist ministry, in Michigan, in 1834, on the 
ground of future limited punishment. He still professed to 
believe in the final salvation of all men, and we have never 
heard that he had abandoned that belief. We have an im- 
pression that he joined the Campbellites. 

Of G. Dean, we have no information. ^ 

Of W. Jackson, we ^ave before spcdom. He «ow stands 

25 
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unconnecfed, we beUeve, with any sect. Wbat he belieres 
we cannot say. He has given strong testimony in favor of 
the character of the Universalist ministry. 

E. N. Harris is now a Christ-ian minister. That order 
do not, in general, believe in endless misery, and we have 
never heard that Mr. Harris did. We heard him speak in a 
Universalist conference meeting in Lowell, since he left our 
order ; but he said nothing of endless punishment. W. H. 
Taylor never belonged to the Universalist denomination, but 
we have never heard of his professing to believe in endless 
misery. J. W. Hoskins is dead. He died in the faith of a 
world's salvation. We have never heard that F. Mace had 
renounced this faith, although he has left the ministry. We 
are unable to learn anything of N. Chapin. Of these thirty 
ministers whom Mr. Smith intends his readers shall under- 
stand as having embraced the doctrine of endless punish- 
ment, only six, Messrs. Russell, Brownson, Cutler, Thompson, 
Whittaker, and Turner, have ever renounced their faith in 
the final salvation of all men ; while certainly two of them, 
Messrs. Todd and Pickering, and probably Mr. P. Dean, are 
now preaching the final salvation of all mankind. 

Mr. Smith says, p. 301, of these renouncers of Univer- 
salism : — 

"Twenty-five of that number left the ministry of 
another faith, embraced universalism, became familiar with 
its dreadful moral tendency, and, appalled with the sight, 
have renounced the doctrine.** 

These, then, like Mr. Smith, were "wandering steirs." 
And we commend to our limitarian friends,.a passage quoted 
by our author, from Rev. Dr. Ballou, (p. 312,) and addressed 
by Mr. Ballou to Universalists : — 

" ' Great circumspection, too, should be used in receiving ministers 
from other denominations. We are apt to be too eager to secure and 
proclaim our conquests of this kind. There are cases, unquestion- 
ably, in which the reason of one's leaving another sect, is the very 
reason why we ought to beware of him.*^* 

MINISTERS WHO HAVE RENOUNCED LIMITABLANISM. 

In looking over our denominational Register, for 1846, 1 
find the names of the following ministers, marked as converts 
from limitarian denominations : Rev.'s T. Beede, J. Bum- 
ham, M. L. Chase, S. Russell, J. H. Sawyer, J. W. Hanson, 
ff. Levering, J. Whittaker, J. E. Pahner, H^ Samson, W. 
Balfour, S. Brimblecom, T. JoneB, L. W. Manning, B. F. 
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Newhail» H. Fatem, A. K. Whittemore, H. Brown, A. Chraj, 

£. Robinson, E. G. Rogers, J. Barber, E. Carpenter, B. S. 
Hobbs, T. MiUer, M. Rayner, N. Stone, T. Taylor, Wil- 
liams, S. Jones, Young, S. H. Atkinson, J. Finn, N. H. Rip- 
ley, N. Carper, Joseph Clark, R. Farley, A. H. Longley, L. 
F. Monroe, E. Moore, N. Reck, A. F. Root, T. Schreiner, 
L. C. Todd, D. Tillotson, S. Cartmel, W. Caste, J. Foster, 
T. Hewson, J. M. Hinds, L Kelso, J. Kidwell, J. B. Jackson, 
J. Libby, C. F. LeFevre, J. M. Brain, J. Chowning, J. Mil- 
ler, A. J. Smith, C. B. Tharp, J. C. Kendrick, J. Martin, M« 
P. Fisher, W. Low, C. F. R. Shehane, S. T. Walker. Rev. 
T. Clapp, of New Orleans, preaches Universalism, and opens 
his desk to UniTersalist ministers. To these we add, from 
personal knowledge, and good authority, R. Brear^, J. M. 
Graves, J, Groodwin, C. Craven, O. B. Scott, Wesley Grindle, 
and Lyman Perry. Here are seventy-four names. Some 
of these men have been tried, and may be set down as stead- 
fast. Others may prove like those whom Mr. Smith has 
named. But this list of the renouncers of endless punish- 
ment, compared with Mr. Smith's list of the renouncers of 
Universalism, plainly shows to which side the tide of emi- 
gration tends. 

Boston. On pp. 326-8, our author represents Univer- 
salism as on the decline in Boston ! Nothing could be more 
deceptive. Every Orthodox man acquainted in Boston, 
knows it to be deceptive. We are pamed to see that Or- 
thodox ministers will give their sanction to the circulation of 
such statements abroad, for sectarian efiect, just as politicians 
circulate false election returns, to influence local politics. 
We shall point out some of the deceptions Mr. Smith has 
palmed upon his readers in regard to our cause in Boston. 
He says, pp. 326-7 : — 

" When the Warren Street Univeisalists' house was built, a mar- 
ble slab was placed in front, informing the pasaer-by that it was the 
Fifth Universalist meeting-house. But there was no Third Univer- 
saiist meeting-hoose in Boston at that time, and has been none since. 
Was not this intended to deceive ? Does it not deceive ? Was there 
not an unwillingness to have the true condition of Universalism in 
Boston known ? This is but a single illustration of the fact that from 
Universalists themselves you cannot learn the real prosperity of their 



cause." 



The third Universalist society had changed its corporate 
name, but not its theological principles. And even if it had 
become Orthodox, must all the other Universalist societies in 
Bostoui change their corporate names to preserve consis- 
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tency it^ tbe immbeniijgf? When an OrtiiDdbx society in 
Boston has become Unitarianized, have all the other Ortho- 
dox societies in the city changed their names ? We have 
never heard of such an instance. 'Die Warren street society 
took the .title of the *' Fifth Univeisalist Society in Boston." 
There was no deception in this. It vxu the fifth that had 
there been organized. It could consistently take no other 
title. The *' Fourth " society was in South Boston ; and 
many of the members of ^e Third were laboring to testore 
to their society, Its original c<Mrporate title. 

We therefore say of Mr. Smith's statement, in his own 
language, " Was not this intended to deceive ^ Does it not 
deceive ? Was there not vat unwillingness to hove the true 
condition, of '^ Universaltsm ^ in Boston known ? This is but 
a single illustration of the fact that from " M. H. Smith ** you 
cannot learn the real proepevity of theb cause,'* — the cause 
of Universalism. 

Again, p* 327: — 

" At tHe present tkne, UnirenaHsts hare three meeting-hcmses in 
the city of Boston,, and a small one, -with a feeble society, in Sonth 
Boston ; and thsr is the smoiuit of UniTeisefist organizatisn in tbe 
head-quarters of Universshtism, after an existence oi jforty-niae years.*' 

The true' condition of Universalism in Boston, at the pres- 
ent time, is as follows.: First society, large and elegant brick 
house, comer of Benoet and Hanover streets, Rev. S. Streeter 
pastor; sahury $1,300. Second society, large, substantial 
brick house. School street, Be v. H. Ballon pastor^ and Rev. 
E. H. Chapin colleague ; salary of the latter, $2,000. 
Fourth society,, good wooden house, South Boston, Rev. T. 
D. Cook pastor; salary 81,000. Fifth society » large and 
elegant brick house, Warren street, Rev. J. S. Dennis pas-< 
tor; salary $1,200; largest Protestant conffregation in Bos- 
ton. Sixth society, worships in Ritchie Hall, Bast Boston, 
now destitute of a pastor ; salary small, not known. West 
Society, Chardon street Chapel, Rev. D. H. Plumb pastor; 
salary $800. South society, neat hall in C^ton street. 
Rev. £. W. Coffin pastor; salary $400. 

The meeting-house erected for the third society, in Bulfinch 
street, is now in the hands of the Unitarian society under 
Rev. Mr. Gray. Universalists still own a large portion of 
the pews, and a suit is pending in the Massachusetts court, 
which will test the legality of the transfer, and decide whether 
it belongs to Unitarians or Universalists. 

Mr. S. BBtfs^ ** The Ftuthase stxeet society ran down, ita 
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minister renoanced UniTersalism and its place of worship 

was transferred to the infidels." This is untrue. We have 
the facts from Rev. C. Spear, who was, for a time, pastor of 
that society. After the Universalists had done occupying 
that hall in Purchase street, it was let for various purposes 
and to any who wished to occupy it. It did not l]«long to 
the Universalist society. They only rented it. Afterwards 
it was occupied hy the Kneelandites among others. These 
axe the facts from which Mr. Smith has manufactured his 
statement. 

Again, p. 327 : ** In 1810, the Universalists had as many 
churches in Boston as the Orthodox Congregationalists." 
The UniversaJists, in 1810, had hut one church in Boston, — 
at the corner of Hanover and Bennet streets. Had the Or- 
thodox Congregationalists, at that time, hut one church in 
Boston ? The Orthodox Congregationalists settled the city, 
and it contained a population of 7,000, as early as A. D. 
1700. The progress of Orthodoxy must have been very 
tardy. Its beuevers organized but one church in one hundred 
and ten years, when the city had grown to a population of 
33,250 ; or else it must have been, for some time previous to 
1810, dreadfully " on the wane." 

This statement calls to mind another, from the same author, 
made in his pulpit, in Nashua, in the year 1843 or 1844. 
He then said, speaking of the decline of Unitarianism in 
Boston, that, "thirty years ago, the doctrine of the Trinity 
was not preached in fioston." I had this from the family 
of Hon. Daniel Abbott, who were present and heard the 
statement. 

He says of the Second society in Boston, pp. 327-8 : — 

" In opposition to Mr. Balloa's wishes, a colleague has been chosen 
by the society. The gentleman chosen is not an uHra-Universalist. 
lie is not a member of the denomination of Universalists. He is a 
Unitajrian. His election was opposed by Mr. Ballou and his friends 
on that ground. He was chosen hy a large majority. And virtually 
the Second Universalist meeting-house has passed out of the hands 
of the Universalist denomination. Mr. Ballou and his friends are 
preparing to leave the place in which he has preached so long, and 
beffin again to build up ultra-Universalism. And when the enter- 
prise is commenced, it will be trumpeted abroad that Universalism is 
so prosperous in Boston, that another society has been formed ! So 
much flourishes Universalism in Boston." 

This statement is grossly untrue. It was originally pen- 
ned in 1841 or 1842. The colleague referred to, was Rev. 
T. C. Adam. He was never connected with the Unitarians. 

25* 
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He is, and flien Wis, **a inciMbeif of the denomhi^ion df Utii- 
rersalists." " The Second Unirersalist meeting-honse " had 
not, and nercr has, in any sense, " passed out of the hands 
of the Universalist denomination." "The United States 
Convention of Universalists ** held the annual session of its 
Council in ^at house in September, 1845, thot^gh its meet- 
ings for worship filled that and two other large meeting- 
houses at the same time. As we have before stated, Rev, 
H. Ballou is still pastor, and Rev. E. H. Chapin, colleague 
pastor. " Mr. Ballou and his friends are " not " preparing 
to leave the place in which he has preached so long, and 
begin again to build up ultra-Universalism." Mr. Chapin is 
not an " ultra-Universalist," and we know of no denomina- 
tion bearing that appellation. Neither Mr. Ballou nor his 
society has ever adopted any such title. It is a term of re- 
proacn, applied by the enemies of Universalism to that por- 
tion of its believers who limit all retribution to the present 
life. Mr. Ballou and his colleague differ on this point ; yet 
they walk together as brethren, holding to the same final 
result, and are both respected and beloved by their society. 

Again : " No man acquainted with Universalism will pre- 
tend that it is on the increase in the vicinity of Boston." No 
man of truthy acquainted with the facts, will pretend other- 
wise. Besides the churches we have named, in Boston, 
there are, in the vicinity of Boston, flourishing societies in 
Roxbury, Charlestown, Medford, Maiden, Waltham, Lexing- 
ton, Woburn, three in Cambridge, two in Lynn, two in Sa- 
lem, and three in Lowell. 

Cambridgeport. The author greatly misrepresents Uni- 
versalism as having declined in Cambridgeport, (pp. 328-31.) 
We cannot quote the two and a half pages of misrepresenta- 
tion he gives of this place. We will briefly state the facts 
which will show the deception he has practised. This 
society altered their house of worship in 1839, so as to be 
much more convenient than before. Soon after the altera- 
tion, they settled Rev. L. Willis, as pastor, at a salary of 
$1000, never having before paid more than $600. Their 
numbers, since the alteration of the house, have been greater 
than before, and Universalism, instead of declining, is on the 
advance in Cambridgeport. 

Soon after Mr. Smith began to retail this misrepresenta- 
tion of Cambridgeport, a refutation appeared in the ' Trum- 
pet' of Jan. 29, 1842. Mr. Smith pretends to quote this 
statement of the * Trumpet,' but carefully conceals the closing 
paragraph, which refutes his own statement of the matter. 
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th, SkUMl ends bis qnotation, it wiH be seen, on p. 390. 
Here follows the closing paragraph, which he omitted : — 

" As to the UniTOfsalist society in Cambridgeport, 00 tax from being 
weaker, it is stronger, mote nnmenms, and easier in its fininees than 
it erer was before. Every pew in the diapel is let, eren including the 
one set aside ibr the pastor. A much larger sum is raised per year 
on the pews now, than was raised before the house was altered ; and 
ncCv^ithstanding the income is so much increased, it is eoUected much 
more easily than it used to be. With all due deference to the former 
officers and pastors, it must be oonfeseed the society was nerer in so 
flourishing a condition as it now is ; that the congregation never was 
so large as it has been since the alteration of the house ; and the pres- 
ent demand for pews, which cannot be satisfied, has caused the pro- 
prietors to appomt a committee to devise some means whereby the 
number of pews may be increased. These facts show that the state- 
ments made by M. H. Smith, concerning the Universalist society in 
Cambridgeport, are altogether deeeptive and false." 

Oxford. Mr. S. says, p 331 : — 

'^ In Oxford, Massachusetts, one of the oldest Universalist societies 
was formed. It was large, and owned a large meeting-house. The 
society ran down entiiefy, some yean ago, and the meeting-house 
was sold to the Methodists." 

The following, extracted from the * Trumpet' of May tHh, 
1846, will set this matter right : — 

"DEDICATION AT OXFORD, MASS. 

" The Universalist meeting-house in Oxford, Mass., was dedicated 
to the purposes of public worship, on Wednesday, April 29th. . . . The 
society in Oxford was one of the earliest Universalist societies in the 
commonwealth of Massachusetts. It was probably formed as early 
as 1780. It is doubtful which is the older society, Oxford or Glouces- 
ter. The society at Oxford was parent of the Gfeneral Convention of 
Universalists. They conceived the plan of it — they invited the 
delegates and received and entertained them ; and for several years, 
with one or two intermissions, the body met in that town. Adam 
Streeter, who died in 1786, was their first regular preacher. In 
process of time many of the members died. Reverses came upon the 
society ; and for many years it was in a very low state. Br. Abbott, 
now of Spencer, preached with them occasionally to their benefit ; but 
two years ago Br. A. Barnes removed to that town, and since then 
they have had constant preaching and their course has been steadily 
upward. The expense of remodeling their house has been not far 
from $2,100. It is a veirneat edifice, — the ceiling and walls of 
the chapel are frescoed, llie pulpit is of black walnut." 

Such is the decline of Universalism in Oxford. Mr. 
Smith'iB account of Oxford, like other cases, extends to the 
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time of their reverses, Knd leaves it there, for ike parpon^ of 

deception. 

WoBURN. '' In Wobum, Massachusetts, the society has expired, 
and its place of meeting sold for a town-house/' (p. 332.) 

To say nothing of the grammar of this sentence, it is want- 
ing in honesty. The Universalist society in Wohurn, has 
not " expired." They sold their old meeting-house only to 
build a new and better one. Mr. Smith has been in Wobum 
since this new house was erected, and knew his own state- 
ment in regard to Universalism there, to be untrue, at the 
time he penned it. Quite recently, however, the Universal- 
ist society in Wobum have suspended their meetings, from 
some reverses, and their house is, at present, occupied by the 
Unitarians. 

Taunton. We read, p. 332 : — 

'^ In Taunton, the UniveTsalists had a settled preacher and a lar^e 
house. The society is extinct, the minister gone, and the house sdd 
to the Orthodox." 

This society is not *' extinct, ^^ It owns a good meeting- 
house, and has recently secured the pastoral services of Rev. 
Mr. Quimby, at a salary of $600 or $700. 

From Massachusetts Mr. S. proceeds to Connecticut : — 

New Haven. " In New Haven, two societies have been formed 
since the time we have mentioned, and three ministers regularly setr 
tied. The ministers have all departed, and both of the societies num- 
bered among the things that were." (p. 333.) 

In reply to this, we give the following, from the * Magazine 
and Advocate * of March 5, 1841 : — 

" While in New Haven, Conn., last December, Mr. Smith de- 
clared that there had been four or Jive [UniversaUst] societies formed 
in that city since 1828, and that they were all extinct, and there, was 
now no universalist society in New Haven. Immediately a card 
was published in the secular papers of New Haven, signed by the 
Trustees of the Universalist society of New Haven, (men of well 
known respectability and veracity,) declaring that but one Universal- 
ist society had ever been organized in that city — that that society 
had never become extinct, but always kept up its regular meetings — 
and that that society was now in existence and met reeularly as here- 
tofore. This example of Mr. Smith's veracity should be sufficient 
to cast a shade of doubt cm all his other statements." 

It is true that Universalism is and always has been weak 
in New Haven, that strong-hold of Orthodoxy and of aris- 
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Uleuufff. All effoffs to make it Jhkfish iii Aat phice, Izaye 
been unsuccessful. But Universalism has not dedined there. 

Such is New Haven, theolo^icaliy. And a word here in 
reference to its morals. According to the logic of Mr. Smithy 
it ought to be, above all places of its population, in New Eng- 
land, the most exempt from vice ; because there is the least 
of Universalism in it, and it is the seat of an ancient Ortho-» 
dox college and theological seminary* But we learn from 
respectable sources, that there is prdbably no city of similar 
population, in New England, where there is so much drunk- 
enness, female abandonment^ and other immorality, notwith- 
standing its local beauty, weaMi and literature. 

It was from the habit of frequenting one of the dens of 
infamy in this Orthodox city, that the Orthodox murderer. 
Potter, came to his untimely end. He was executed in New 
Haven, July 20th, 1846, lor the murder of Lucius Osbom. 
On the gallows, he thus addressed the people : — 



^''FeUoW'Men — The trying enctatBatanees Ibv whiell jom aie 
sembled is one of the deepest solemnity. Ton ace assembled to wit> 
ness a very solemn scene. Yoa aare all famfliar with the cireainstances 
which brought me to this end. You all know that the first step in 
my career was when I visiCed that wretcked place beside the Railroad, 
When I commenced vniting these phee», it was very hordl ^me to 
stup\ I eould not get away fhun them. I felt it my dnty to warn 
the yonng m»i against /Aese places before I left the wodd. There 
are so many temptations to the young man in this citv, and they are 
in very great danger.. At evcryi comet there is a place to lead the 
young astray,^* 

Potter had been a member of a limitarian church ; and 
there is no evidence that he ever abandoned the Orthodox 
belief. That he (^ed a limitarian, is evident from the fol- 
lowing passage in the report of his dying speech : — 

'* Now I want to say a wc»d about my Saviour^ My impenitent 
friends*, / would not swap sit»ations with yours — (a pause) — no, I 
would not. I hope you will one and all make yoftr peace with God, 
eie it be too late. Thia potting oflT ]^ur duty will make you more 
and more hardened. And now in a few moments i i^a]] meet my 
God. Tlie blood of Jesus Christ is suffident for my sins and fcur 
yours. I entreat you one and all to attend to this important subject. ' ' 

In New Haven, are twenty-three limitarian ministers and 
one hundred grog-shops. 

Niw London. " In New London, a sotsiety was fanned under 
auspicious circumstaocea. A mkiktet* wa6 settled, and all Uniyer* 
saliats thought that the cause was permanently establahed in New 
LcHtdoa. But, in an hour when it was least expected, the causa ex-^ 
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pired, and, like tfaa baaelew fabric of a visioii, has left pat a wveok 
behind." (p. 334.) 

In New London, the Universalist society has one of the 
handsomest meeling-houses in New England. It is built of 
brick, elegantly finished, and will seat over 600 persons. 
This house was dedicated in March, 1844, about the time Mr. 
Smith was sending out to the world, in the twelfth edition 
of his book, that Universalism in New London had " expired, 
and, like the baseless fabric of a vision, left not a wreck be- 
hind.« 

West Stafford. This is among the places mentioned by 
Mr. S., where Universalism has "expired." (p. 334.) The 
facts are these: The Universalists in that town, first built a 
house of worship at West Stafibrdi Subsequently, for the 
better accommodation of the population, and in consequence 
of local changes, they removed and built an elegant house at 
another part of the town, called Furnace Village, where they 
have now a large and flourishing society under the pastoral 
care of Rev. I. Washburn. 

The Quinebaug Association of Universalists, held its session 
at Stafibrd in JuYie, 1846, and the ministers found there, very 
prosperous appearances, and plenty of Universalist families to 
entertain the numerous believers who assembled there from 
other towns. 

Newton. In this place, our author says, the light of Uni- 
versalism " has now become darkness." There is Universal- 
ist preaching in Newton, one half the time. We do not 
know that they ever had more than this. 

Granby, Sobcers and Woodstock. Of these places he 
asserts, that " All are hushed in that repose which knows no 
awakening." In each of these places, Universalist meetings 
are held half the time, and the cause of truth is onward. In 
Granby, there is a* flourishing Sabbath School, and an exten- 
sive Sabbath School Library. These facts we learn from 
Rev. W. A. Stickney, Agent of the Connecticut Universalist 
Missionary Society. 

New York. Our author says, p. 335, " And all admit the 
astonishing decrease of Universalism in the state of New 
York." This is deceptive. It is designed to convey the im- 
pression of a permanent decline of Universalism in that state. 
There have been periods when the number of our ministers 
in New York, has diminished, and others when it has in- 
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creased. The following figures show the nttmber of UniTer- 
salist ministers laboring in New York, every year, for the last 
ten years, as found in our annual Register. In 1836, 100 ; — 
1837, 122;— 1838, 122;— 1839, 120;— 1840, 117 ;— 1841, 
109 ; — 1842, 120 ; — 1843, 133 ; — 1844, 148 ; — 1845, 142; 
— 1846, 139. 

Thus it will be seen that while there has been some fluctu- 
ation, we have gained 39 preachers in New York, during the 
last ten years. In Massachusetts, during the same period, we 
have gained 71 preachers. Our ministers have been drawn 
from New York to supply the growing West, and others have 
removed to Massachusetts. 

Oiher denominations are as subject to these fluctuations, as 
TJniversalists. We have before us, a few evidences of this. 
The New York Genesee Conference of Methodists, at its last 
session, reported a decrease in membership, the past year, of 
4496 communicants. We give this on the authority of the 
' Olive Branch,' published by a Methodist, in Boston. 

The following was cut from the ' Oasis,' a literary paper 

published in Nashua, N. H.: — 

* 

'^ Decrease of Members. — ^It is said that the Congregationalists 
of Maine have decreased in the number of their communicants for the 
year ending June last, 171. In Massachusetts, about 400. The F. 
W. Baptist denomination numbers 2561 less than they did a year 
ago ; and the Methodists in the United States, 31,760 less. The 
loss of members has been owing to deaths, expulsions, the disorgan- 
izing influence of Comeouterism, and also the fact that many churches 
are in the habit of revising their list of members and leaving out the 
names of such non-residents as they have not heard from for some 
years." 

Baltimore. What our author has said of the decline of 
Universalism in this place, is abundantly refuted by Rev, J. 
Shrigley, of that city, under date of June 23, 1846. fie writes 
as follows : — 

** You have called my attention to pages 339 and 391 of Smith's 
slanderous novel, and ask if his statements are true. I answer, in 
every important particular they are characteristic of other portions of 
his book — utterly false, and Matthew H. Smith knows they are 
false. 

" Let me give the extracts to which you refer, accompanied with 
the fiu^ as they actually were, and are at the present time, and your 
readers can then determine what confidence to place in the statements 
of the notorious writer of * Universalism Renounced ! ' 

" He says on page 339, — * At Baltimore, for a time, Universalism 
feeiaed to fiflwinsh. An expensive house was built, and it was tri- 
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lajaphtt^^ Mserted that the doctrine was pem»auiently established 
there, nut in ar short time, the house was sold under the hammer, 
and Universalism has a name in Baltimore, but this is all.' 

*' Now what inference would a person unacquainted with the con- 
dition of Universalism in this city draw from this paragraph ? He 
would very naturally inier fiom Mr. Smith's language that the Uni- 
veisalist chusch had been sold to another denomination^ and that it 
was no longer owned or oocuraed by Uatveisalists. But are such 
the facts of the case ? No* True, the membeis of the first Univer- 
salist society built an expensive house, in the erection of which they 
incurred obligations they were unable to meet. Certain enemies of 
the church became aware of this fact, and with a design to stop the 
progress of the cause, purchased claims against the society — insti- 
tuted legal process and obtained judgment. Thus, by ibeans which 
re6eet but little credit on our enemies, the diuich was finally sold. 
But it did not pass into the hands of our partialist friends. It was 
bougH bif a Ufuversalist, The members of the society did ail in their 
power to render equal and exact justice to all concerned. In order 
to insure their creditors against loss, they offered to secure the(ir 
claims, (and did secure all who would accept,) by mortgage on the 
house, to the amount of 8000 dollars — all of which has since been 
liquidated. After the sale of the house, the first society ceased to 
exist ; but a second society was immediately organized, which leased 
the church at an annual rent of 600 doUars — mainUuned stated reli- 
gious worship — paid off the mortgage — purchased the church and 
still owns and occupies it, notwithstanding Matthew Hale Smith has 
delivered two courses of lectures here, instigating our enemies to 
spare no pains in wresting from our hands the beautiful edifice which 
his book leads others to infer was long since taken from us ! 

" As Mr. S. says we * have a name in Baltimore, but this is all,' I 
trust I shall not be liable to the charge of egotism if I inform you 
how much of a name we have here. I have preached in this city, 
almost every Sabbath for near six years past, to as large congrega- 
tions as have assembled, during that period, in any other church in 
Baltimore ; and although we nave only a * tiame ' to live, we have 
received and paid out more than twenty thousand dollars since my 
residence here ! What religious society that has only a * name * to 
live eoidd accomplish so important a work ^ 

" Again, he says, on page 391, * In Baltimore, Rev. Dr. Breck- 
enridge gave to the people, of that city an expose of Universalism. 
During the process, the Universalists professed great joy at the fact 
that Universalism was opposed by such a mind. They predicted 
great good from the discussion. Mark the result in the almost total 
extinction of Universalism in Baltimore.* 

"* Total extinction of Universalism in Baltimore!'' This is a 
wilful misrepresentation. When Mr. Smith wrote this statement he 
was either ignorant of our existence as a church, or he published 
what he knew to be untrue. If the former, he should have made 
inquiries of those capable of giving him information, — if the latter, 
then he stands before the wond, a wilfiil calumniator, giving us 
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itite proof thai his pieseikt r^ligiods ftith has exerted ik> very gCK)d 
iafluence apoo his own morals. 

^' But if UniveraUisin be totally extinct in Baltimore why did our 
enemies hire him to deliyer. two courses of lectm«s in the * German 
Informed Church' in this city ? What necessity was there for his 
preaching on this subject if Dr. Breckenridge had already effected 
the * tot^ ettittction of Universalismt ' Why trample on the-lifeless 
remains of a fallen foe ? Why slander the dead and Tiliff the living 
in a place where aU traces of thrar ezistenoe haye Tanished? Wiu 
Matthew H. Smith, or his partiealar firiead, j^ias Heiier, answer 
these queries in their next public effinrt to suppress the doctrine of 
impartial grace t Perhaps I should state here that this Elias Heiner» 
who is a ' German Reformed ' preacher, commenced a course of lec- 
tures against Universalists in the spring of 1843. These lectures 
were compiled principally from Smith, Hatfield and Parker, with the 
exception of one, whidi was a repetition of that very refined produc- 
tion published by Lemuel Haynes, the c<^red preacher, who made 
himself so notorious by his public opposition to the Bible doctrine 
that God ' will have all men to be sayed.' 

'* These lectures of Mr. H. were all reported, and reviewed before 
very large conmgations. ' The result ' was, a large accession to 
our church. This so exasperated Mr. H. that he res^ved on procur- 
ing the services of * Rev. M. Hale Smith, of Boston^ to kill what had 
oidy a *■ name ' to live, and to extinguislt uthat toas already extinct ! 

''At length, our wonderful author arrived, but as the history of 
his numerous conversions and changes had previously been published 
in the secular papers of the city, he found it utterly impossible, even 
Tith the aid of Mr. H., to raise an excitement in his favor, or impede 
the progress of Universalism. The cause still continued to flonrish 
and it will go onward and upward lonj^ after the names of Snrith and 
Heiner shaU be buried in oblivion, ^uithing but a knowledge of the 
rapid progress of our doctrine could have called forth the unchristian 
opposition with which we have had to contend. ^ We are troubled 
<m every side, yet not distressed ; we are perplexed, but not in de- 
spair ; persecuted, but not forsaken ; cast down, but neither destroyed 
nor extinguished! * " 

It was published in many of the papers, many months since, 
that a theological discussion was soon to be held, between Dr. 
Breckenridge and Rev. A. C. Thomas. But it has not yet 
transpired. What is the cause ? Mr. Thomas has signified 
his willingness, through the public press. No man supposes 
that the successful opponent of Ely, McCalla, and Lee, has 
anything to fear from Dr. Breckenridge. Mr. Shrigley al- 
ludes to Dr. B. in the following note in his letter: — 

*' If Dr. Breckenridge and his friends were satisfied with the ' re- 
sidt^ of his discussion with Rev. L. S. Everett, why does Dr. B. 
manifest so much uiiwillingnesB to engage in a controversy with Rev. 
A. C. Thomw, ator havillg h^nrapMte^y cbalkiiged to that aibet I 
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The truth of the matter is, Dr. B.'» fnendB were itot ttaly mortified 
at his conduct during that debate, but they were most sadly disap- 
pointed in the * resuki^ " 

To this we add, that the United States Convention of Uni- 
versalists, held its annual session in Baltimore in September, 
1844, two years after Mr. Smith published these statements. 
Large audiences attended on the exercises of public worship; 
and though great numbers of strangers from various parts of 
the Union; were in attendance, there was no want of places of 
entertainment among the Universalists of that city. The 
numbers and hospitality on that occasion, showed little evi- 
dence of " the almost total extinction of Universalism in Bal- 
timore." 

These facts are well known in Baltimore. And yet Mr. 
Smith is received into the pulpit of Rev. Mr. Heiner, in that 
city, with these statements of his, before the public. Do our 
Orthodox friends ever reflect that by countenancing such men 
and measures, they are sowing seed for a rank harvest of infi- 
delity ? There are many men of shrewd but sceptical minds 
who take note of these things, and are ready to quote them in 
proof that religion is no purer than party politics. 

England. Mr. S. occupies several pages in arguing, what 
any Universalist would admit, that Universalism is not very 
well established and organized in England. One fact, how- 
ever, he admits, — that the Unitarians of England are believ- 
ers in universal salvation. Their desks are open to the Uni- 
versalist ministers of the United States, and there is a friendly 
correspondence between some of their ministers and ours. 

He says, p. 344, "In truth, there is no Universalism in 
Europe, such as is thus called in America. The system of 
American Universalism has not a single defender in Europe." 
This statement is not quite "in truth," though nearer the 
trath than its author is usually found when writing of Uni- 
versalism. Those who are called Universalists, in Great 
Britain, are mostly Trinitarians, and in this respect they differ 
from American Universalists. Yet the English Unitarians 
agree with American Universalists on the point of the Resti- 
tution. 

Mr. Le Fevre's TotiR. Mr. S. has given a false color- 
ing to the tour of Mr. Le Fevre in Europe. He says, p. 347, 
" He goes out as the organ of the Universalist denomination, 
being appointed by the General Convention of Universalists 
as a delegate to visit the liberal churches in Europe, and open 
coireqMmdence with them." Mr. Le Fevre was not sent out 
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by the (General Convention of Unirersalists. He went oat to 
visit friends, being a native of England. He went at his own 
expense, and on his own responsibility ; and the General Con- 
vention took no action till after he had gone, and then only by 
way of courtesy. Mr. Le Fevre did not go as the organ of 
the Convention, nor did he receive any offici$d mission from 
that body. The only action the Convention took upon the 
subject, was the following, at its session in Hartford, Septem* 
ber, 1835: — 

« 8. Voted, That Thomas J. Sawyer, S. R. Smith, and Col. C. 
Harsen, be a Committse to draft a preamble and resolutions relative 
to Br. C. F. Le Fevre, who is now pravidentiaUy an a visit to his 
friends in Europe. 

This Committee made their report, which was unanimously 
adopted, and which concluded as follows: — 

^^ Resolved, That while we implore the protection of the great 
Head of the church over our well-beloved brother, we affectionately 
commend him to the hospitalities of all ChristianB, and especially to 
those of the believers in the jfinal holiness and happiness of all the 
human race, wherever God in his providence may c»ill him. 

^^ Resolved y That the standing olerk apprize or. Le Fevre of the 
above proceedings." 

Thus it will be seen that our General Convention, instead 
of sending out Mr. Le Fevre " as a delegate to visit the liberal 
churches in Europe," only recommended him to their kospi' 
talities, after he had gone. 

Although Universalists, as an organized denomination, are 
not numerous in England, still the sentiment prevails there, 
to very great extent, in various denominations. Of this there 
is abundant evidence. We give a few facts in illustration. 

There was published, sometime since, in England, a splen- 
did poem, entitled " Festus,^* by Philip James Bailey. This 
poem has recently been republished in Boston. It holds forth, 
most prominently, the final triumph of good over evil in the 
universe of God, and the ultimate salvation of all men. In 
reviewing this poem, Rev. Dr. Cheever, editor of the • New 
York Evangelist,' says : — 

*' The favor which this poem has met with in England, may be 
accounted for, we think, at least in some measore, by the prevalence 
of a secret pantheistic, universalistic tendency, even in quarters where 
such a thing might least be expected. We know, from conversation 
with gentlemen in old England, that even among the more evangeU- 
cal portion of believers there, it is rare to find such an w^esitating 
leo^oB and eiediVef the wi»d <^ God integvd to the £itare pan* 
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constitutes the basis of all true theology, of all profound and vigor- 
ous theological science. The secret unsettledness of many minds in 
regard to the great fundamental doctrine of a future endless retri- 
bution, and the prevailing doubts as to the nature or existence of 
retributive justice, would prepare the way for the reception of such 
a bold, vast, unhesitating system of universal necessity, and universal 
salvation, and universal Gcnfusion between good and evil, as is ocNir 
tained in tbis poem.'* 

We have as little sympathy as Dr. Cheever with " panthe- 
istic" and necessitarian declines. But we rejoice in the 
prevalence, both in the old and new worlds, of that " Uni- 
versalistic " tendency of which he complains. He sees this 
tendency " even in quarters where such a thing might least 
be expected/* and "even among the more evangelical por- 
tion of believers there." We should be glad to know 
whether Pr. Cheever has ever recommended Mr. Smith's 
book which treats of the decline of Universalism. Our 
Orthodox friends see no absurdity in the doctrine of " God's 
eternal decrees," accordinff to which " some men and angels " 
are " foreordained tP everlasting death." But when a wri- 
ter, like the author of ^ Festus," inculcates, as the eternal 
decree of God, the ultimate triumph of good and the salva- 
tion of the univj^rse from sin and suffering, they shudder at 
** such a bold, vast, unhesitating system of universal necessity^ 
and univessal salvation, and universal confusion^ between 
good and evil." 

Not only poets, but divines in England, and "evangelical" 
divines, manifest this " Universalistic " tendency. Rev. John 
Foster, an eminent Baptist clergyman, recently died in Eng- 
land. His writings have been published in England, and 
republished in New York. From these, it appears that he 
discarded the doctrine of endless punishment. The * Chris* 
tian Secretary,' a Baptist paper, published in Hartford* Con- 
necticut, speaking of Mr. Foster's writings, says : — 

<' It may perhaps, surprise and grieve our readers, to be informed 
that the late John Foster, whose memoirs and correspondence have 
lately been published in England, in one of his letters, expresses a 
doubt respecting the absolute eternity of future punishment — a sen- 
timent in which, it is scarcely neoessary to say, he differs from the 
denomination to which he belongs." 

We give the following extract from this letter of Mr. 
Foster : — 

*' But, after all this, we have to meet the grave quealion, Whai 
Miy ihs 8enptmrest Tli«ie is a foroe in their expteanoM al whidi 
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1^ itiSl may tretnble. On no allowable mtennetalfcm do fiiey aig^' 
nify less than a very protracted duration ana fbrmidable severity. 
Bat I hope it is not presumptnous to take advantage of the fiiet, that 
the terms everlasting, eternal, forever, original or translated, axe often 
employed in the Bible, as well as other writings, nnder great and 
various limitations of import ; and are thus withdrawn from the pre* 
dicament of necessarily and absolutely meaning a strictly endless durar 
lion. The limitation is often, indeed, {Mainly mavked hj the nature 
of the subject. In other instances the words are used with a figura- 
tive indefiniteness, which leaves the limitation to be made by some 
general rule of reason and proportion. They are designed to mag- 
nify, to aggravate, rather than to define. My resource in the present 
case, then, is simply this — that since the terms do not necessarily 
and i^Molutely signify an interminable duration,— and since there is 
in the present instance to be pleaded, for admitting a limited interpre- 
tuion, a reason in the moral estimate of things, of stupendous, of 
infinite urgency, involving our conceptions of the divine goodness 
and equity, and leaving those conceptions overwhelmed in darkness 
and horror if it be rejected, I therefore conclude tiuU a limited inter- 
pretation is autborioed. Perhaps there is some pertinence in a sug^ 
gestion which I recollect to have seen in some old and neariy unknown 
book in iavor of universal restitution ; — that the great difierrace of 
degrees of future punishment, so plainly stated in Scripture, afiforda 
an argument against its perpetuity ; since, if the demerit be infinite, 
there can be no place for a scale of degrees, apportioning a minor 
infiiction to some offenders ; — every one should be punished up to 
the utmost that his nature can sustain; and the same reason of 
equity there may be for a limited measure, there may consistently be 
fw a limited duration. The assignment of an uidimited duration 
would seem an abandonment of the principle of the discriminating 
rule observed in the adjustment of degrees. 
If it be asked, haio could the doctrine have been more plainly and 

rwitively asserted than it is in the Scripture language ? in answer, 
ask, how do we construct our words and sentences to express it in 
an absolute manner, so as to leave no possibility of understanding the 
language in a different, equivocal, or questionable sense ? And may 
we not think that if so transcendently dreadful a doctrine has been 
meant to be stamped as in burning characters on our faith, there 
would have been such forms of propositions, of circumlocution if 
necessary, as would have rendered all doubt or question a mere pal- 
pable absurdity? " — Vol. ii., pp. 267, 268. 

Mr. Foster was not the only eminent divine of England, 
who has secretly cherished a disbelief of the horrid dogma 
of endless misery. He elsewhere says : — 

'^ A number (not large, but of great piety and intelligence) of 
ministers within my aoquaintanoe, several now dead, have been disbe- 
lievers of the doctrine in question ; at the same time not feeling 
themselves imperatively called upon to make a public disavowal ; 
content with employing in their mmistrationa strong general teitns in 
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denomoii^ th« 4oobi of impmitQiit sinnenf. For oqe thiiig, « ^oi^ 
BidenitioD of the unieasoaable imputations and unmeafiured BUBpicions 
Kpt to be ca9t on any publicly declared partial defection from rigid 
OTthodpxyy has made me think they should better consult their use- 
fulness by not giving a prominence to this dissentient point ; while 
vet they make no concealment of it in private communications, and 
m answer to serious inquiries." — Vol. li., p. 270. 

This " Univefsalistic " tendency in England, is further 
illustrated in the proceedings of the •* Evangelical " Alliance, 
which met in London, on the 19th of August, 1846. A 
doctrinal basis was prepared for this Alliance, excluding 
Quakers and UniversalistS) — embracing ** the eternal pun- 
ishment of the wicked," and '' the obligation and perpetuity 
of the ordinances of baptism and the Lord's Su)>per." On 
this basis there arose a warm discussion. The account be- 
fore us says : — 

** An amendment was moTed by the Rev. Dr. B3rrth, of Liverpool , 
Episcopalian, and seconded by the Rev. H. Hinton, Baptist, to the 
e^ct that the 8th and 9th Articles should be omitted, as excluding 
many real and devoted Christians, who either denied the Divine obli- 
gation of the sacraments, or the eternity of punishment. On this 
subject there was a long and able discussion, in the course of which 
it was said that the cases were extremely rare in which a truly pious 
man disbelieved in eternal punishment. The Rev. Thomas Binney 
supported the amendment, and said that since the design was to unite 
the greatest number, it was exceedingly desirable that the basis 
should be the simplest possible. He cordially responded to the sen- 
timent, that whomsoever Christ has received, we must receive. On 
the other side were Mr. Herschell, Dr. Cunningham^ Dr. Morrison, 
J. A. James, Dr. Wardlaw, and Dr. Beecher." 

This exclusive basis was finally adopted ; not by English, 
but by American influence. On their return from this meet- 
ing, some of these American divines met a severe rebuke 
for their bigotry. A tremendous storm arose, the steamer 
was shattered, and all on board were in imminent danger, 
and relinquished nearly all hope of life. These exclusives, 
in view of death, seemed, for the time, to repent of their 
sectarian narrowness. At that solemn hour the communion 
was administered in the cabin ; and the account says, *^ They 
all communicated, together with others of almost every creed 
and nation, thus reminding us of the promise of Scripture, 
* they shall come from the East and tne West, the North 
and the South, and sit down with Abtaham and Isaac and 
Jacob, in the kingdom of God.' " 

To this we add the following, from the * New York Evan- 
gelist :' -T- 
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" The secent CoaTention in London, for the fbimatioa of the 
Evangelical Alliance, has had one incidental efiect which was not 
contemplated by those who were active in getting up that movement. 
It has unveiled the fact before the world, and especially it has fixed 
the attention of the American churches upon the fact, that the so- 
called evangelical religion of England, and of Europe, is infected, to 
an alarming extent, with a tendency to Universalism. The * doc- 
trinal basis' of the Evangelical Alliance, as drawn up by those who 
had the management of the undertaking in their hands firom the out- 
set-^ the formula which was to be the only manifestation or visible 
bond c^ union — contained not only no assertion of the * everlasting 
life ' and the * everlasting punishment,' which are the opposite des- 
tinies of Grod's children and of his enemies, but no recognition of the 
soul as immortal, or of any future state. 

'' On this side of the Atlantic many at first regarded the omission 
as unintentional, a mere oversight — though such an oversight seemed 
hardly possible in forming even the most compendious summary of 
that gospel, which has brought life and immortality to light. Others 
who had visited Great Britam, an^ who knew more fully and exactly 
the state of religious opinions there, and the Antinomian tendencies 
to whieh those who there make profession oi the evangelical faith 
are specially liable, knew that the omission was intentioiud, and that 
Ae design ^ it must have been to include in the Alliance any — even 
the utmost — latitude of unbelief respecting the Bible doctrine of 
future punishment. 

'* Accordingly this omission was discussed, and was distinctly pro- 
nounced upon in a meeting which was held last May, in this city. 
Brethren of some ei^ht or ten different denominations had come 
together for consultation, in reference to the Convention which had 
bc^ called to meet in London. Several of them were intending to 
be members of that Convention. All of them had taken a hearty 
interest in the proposal. When the * doctrinal basis,' ujpon which 
the Convention was called, was read, that the meeting might see who 
were invited, and might express their assent to it if it met their 
approbation, the question was raised. Does this Alliance propose to 
ioelude Universalists ? Some answered unequivocally in the nega- 
tive, and insisted that the omission ouffht to be considered as merely 
accidental. But others, and particularly Drs. Cox and Patton, whose 
intercourse with brethren on the other side of the ocean had made 
them better acquainted with opinions and tendencies there, were con- 
fident that the omission was nothing less than a deliberate concession 
to an unsound, sentimentalizing mode of reasoning, which, affecting 
to be wiser than the Scriptures, denies that Christ is to be understood 
as meaning what he says when he apeaks, with so terrible an empha- 
sis, of * everlasting punil^hment.' The meeting, with entire unanim- 
ity, gave only a qualified assent to the ' basis,' and expressed their 
deep conviction of the necessity of amending it in this important 
particular. 

" The conectness of those apprehensions was made wtm&tA when 
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the ConTention aBserabled. We need not here recite the partienlan 
which showed to how ^reat an extent an unsound and dangerous 
method of theologizing, m respect to the awards of the final judg« 
ment, has found place among our brethren on that side of the Atlan- 
tic. When the authentic report of the debates and proceedings shall 
haye been given to the public, more will probably be known, on this 
subject, tnan is now known by any of us who were not present in the 
Convention. But enough is already known to make it highly prob- 
able that the original omission in the ' doctrinal basis ' would have 
remained; and that the Alliance, while excluding such men as 
Whitefield and John H. Rice, would have opened its doors wide for 
the admission of such as Winchester and Murray, had not * the Amer- 
ican brethren,' with their Bible theology, and their sturdy arguments, 
constrained the convention to see things in another light, and to shape 
their course accordingly. Had the brethren who went fiom this 
country done nothing else than to argue that question in the Conven- 
tion, their mission would not have been in vain. We trust that the 
impression of the danger of attempting to be wiser than the Scrip- 
tures in regard to the retributions of eternity, will remain upon the 
minds of all that were in the Convention, and will ultimately pro- 
duce its legitimate effects upon the preaching, and the theology, and 
the religious literature of our English brethren. 

''The publication of the Memoirs and Correspondence of John 
Foster, is another painful illustration of the tendency which showed 
itself so distinctly m the proceedings preparatory to the formation of 
the Evangelical Alliance. Foster, it is true, was very little of a 
theologian, and never very eminent as a preacher ; but he was a great 
man — and a man whose religious character, though it had some 
marked imperfections, was, we doubt not, an essentially Christian 
character. He was in some respects the pride of the English Dien 
senters, and as a writer he has had and will continue to have a com- 
manding influence, not indeed directly over the masses of the religious 
public, but over those minds that influence and guide the masses. 
And yet Foster appears to have held, from the beginning to the end 
of his ministry, a doctrine, on the subject of future retributions not 
only unwarranted by Scripture, but directly contradicting the testi- 
mony of Scripture. He does not appear to have practised any conr 
cealment on Uie subject, — indeed, concealment of his views, or even 
of his conjectures, on such a subject, would have been foreign to his 
nature. And yet it does not ap^ar that Foster's standing or influ- 
ence was at all afl!ected by his views on that subject. Nor does it 
seem that the editor of his Correspondence had any suspicion that 
this great man's posthumous fame and usefidness would be at all 
impaired by the publication of his elaborate argument against the 
testimonies of the Scriptures. All this seems to us to indicate a 
tendency among the English Evangelical Dissenters, which may well 
alarm a thoughtful. mind. 

•* In this point of view we cannot but regret the extent to which 
the popular religious literature of this coimtiy is made up of reprints 
fi:om the popular religious literature of England. In proportion as 
the current of literature of tiie religious pnbUc in England is infested 
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^mfik that sendmentaliziii^ theology, onr own commiiiiity will he 
likely to receive the infection. Onr formularies and doctrinal stand- 
ards in the yaiious churches may be full of sound doctrine; our 
theological seminaries may^ be strictly orthodox ; eren the pulpit may 
be fiiithful to its trust ; while a nuachievous infection of false doctrine^ 
brought over in memoirs, and essays, in religious noyels and evangel- 
ical poems, is spreading itself among the people, unsuspected. 

'* Our theology has been in a great degree independent of English 
theology ever since the days of Eidwards, and is continually becoming 
more so. Our popular religious literature ought to be equally our 
own. We may hope that the time is not far distant when it will 
be." — [iVew York EvangeUsi, Dec, 17, 1846.] 

UNIVERSALISM IN GERMANY. 

If our author had designed to give his readers a correct 
yiew of the state of Universalism in Europe, why does he 
omit the facts in regard to Germany. It is well IcnoMm to 
all theological men that the doctrine of endless misery has 
scarcely an existence in Germany. We shall give the facts 
upon good limitarian authority. 

Professor Henry £, Dwight, son of Dr. Timothy Dwight« 
travelled in Grermany some years since, for theological infer* 
mation, and he says of Germany : — 

"The doctrine of the eternity of future punishment is alniost 
universally rejected. I have seen but one person in Germany who 
believes it, and but one other who was wavering cm the subject.'* — 
[Christ^ Messenger^ April 25, 1846.] 

All that Mr. Smith has said of Universalism in Germany, 
is the following, on p. 344 : — 

** Prof. Tholuck, of Germany, was at one time daimed by the 
Universalists as one of their number. Mr. T. J. Sawyer, of New 
York, wrote to Prof. T. upon the subject, and received a very cour- 
teous reply. Imboldened by this civility, Mr. Sawyw wrote again. 
An American divine was at the house of the professor at this time, 
and made him acquainted with the views of Mr. S. and his associates. 
Prof. Tholuck was astounded. He supposed the Universalists dif- 
fered from the evangelical community only in the duration of future 
punishment. But when he found Universalism to be distinguished 
m>m infidelity only by a professed belief in the Bible, denying all its 
doctrines, and agreeing with infidelity in all but one point, no declined 
all further correspondence." 

Prof. Stowe, we believe, was the " American divine," who 
was at the house of Prof. Tholuck, and who, probahly by 
representing American Universalists aa Mr. Smith has rep- 
resented them, as infidels, induced Prof. T. to discontinue 
ibe conespondence. 
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Not only was the correspondence of Prof. Tholuck with 
the Universalists of America, broken up by the representa- 
tions of American divines, in regard to American Univer- 
salists, but by means equally honest, these divines have 
labored hard, though ineffectually, to give the impression 
that Prof. Tholuck was not a believer in Universal salvation. 
There was one " American divine," however, who was too 
honest and conscientious a theologian^ to he drawn into this 
arrangement. He spurned deception and concealment of the 
truth, even for the purpose of disparaging and retarding Uni- 
verbalism. We allude to Prof. Sears, now of the Newton 
Baptist Theological Seminary, formerly of Hamilton, New 
York. He had travelled in Germany, and in a letter which 
appeared in the * Christian Register,' in 1834, he has the 
fpllowing paragraph, in relation to Prof. Tholuck: — 

*^ But the most painful disclosures remain yet to be made. Though^ 
as a theologian, Br. Tholuck is on the side of Orthodoxy, it must be 
remembered that it is the Orthodoxy of Germany. I feel the more 
ealled upon to state frankly what I know to be the truth, from the 
&ct that the works of several Grerman critics, of whom he is the 
safest, have now become so popular in England and America, as to 
demand a translation. This distinguished and excellent man, in 
common with the great majority of the evangelical divines in Ger- 
many^ though he professes to have serious doubts, and is cautious in 
avowing the sentiment, believes that all men and fallen spirits will 
finally be saved. The current hypothesis is, that in the m^dle state 
intervening between death and the resurrection, the righteous will 
gradually attain to perfection, and that to all the wicked, whether 
men or angels, the gospel will be preached, and that they will ulti- 
mately accept it and be restored." 

After these announcements of Messrs. Dwight and Sears, 
had gained currency in the liberal journals of America, and 
Prof. Tholuck's correspondence with Mr. Sawyer, the Secre- 
tary of the Universolist Historical Society, had also been pab- 
lished, a most Jesuitical effort was maae to smother down 
these facts. It was said that Prof. Sears was mistaken, — 
that he labored under the disadvantage of not understanding 
the German language, &c. In reply to these intimations. 
Prof. Sears subsequently writes : — 

'* I confess that my heart is disgusted at hearing so much about 
' due caution,' when I perceive that the degree of it which is de< 
manded, would be concealment if not deception. I am no Jesuit : if 
Tholuck entertains dangerous sentiments, and by his writings, circu- 
lated with unbounded popularity in all our theological seminaries, is 
in reality corrupting our American theology, let it not be smothered 
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up by a false, tendernen. What if, as an inddeniai xipsnlt, the Uni- 
▼ersallsts of this country triumph so fiatr as /A^ facts in the case gire 
them ground? ShaU we resort to conceaknent to proTent it, as 
though the truth would not break out with double Tengeance in the 
end?" 

And finally, to settle the dispute about the Universalism 
of Prof. Thomck and other Crerman theologians, Prof. Sears 
published a long letter in the * New York Baptist Register,' 
from which we make the following extracts : — 

'* Prof. Olahausen is the most popular eommentator on the New 
Testament of the modem erangelicau school. Let us hear what he 
says on this subject. In the new edition of 1833, toI. i., p. 412, he 
observes that, * there have been many Universalists in all ages, but 
there are more in this age than there ever were before. Although this 
may often be owing to a sickly and torpid state of the moral feelings, 
tfei it is without doubt deeply rooted in noble minds; it is the longing 
of the soul after complete harmony in the universe.' " 

Prof. Sears continuesj in the same article : — 

" But we have not yet done : we have still to add, that, with Dr. 
Tholuck, who has in London more than once made public speeches 
in English, we have often diacossed this subject in English. Does 
our traveller boast of superiority also heref One evening, at his 
house, there was a debate between us on this subject, in the presence 
of two American gentlemen, now in this country. It made such a 
painful impression on the mind of the writer, that he can remember, 
not only the ideas, but many of the identical words and phrases, 
employed at the time. The following is the substance of that con- 
versation, which was held in English, 

^^ Tholuck. I suppose my American brethren would consider me 
orthodox in general, except in my Universalism. 

"S. They would, most certainly. But with them that one point 
would be a serious matter. With this sentiment you could not hold 
a standing in our orthodox churches. Now, where did you find this 
doctrine — in the Bible, or in your philosophy? 

''77ioIuck, In both. 

*^S. What are the passages of Scripture on which you principally 
rely? 

" Tholuck. My main passage is 1 Cor. xv. 28 : Christ shall over- 
come all, and bring them in complete subjection to God, who to all 
men will be their all •*- their everything. Such language cannot well 
be applied to those who shall still remain his enemies. Also Rom. 
xi. 36 : For out of him, and through him, and into him, are all 
things ; that is, all things proceed out of him as the source of being ; 
by him they are conducted to their proper destination ; and into hun 
they all return, as their eternal resting-place. It follows, of course, 
that they will all be happy, for happiness consists in being in God. 
Another passage, is, * £very knee shall bow, and every tongue con- 
fess/ &c. 



'' 8, Bo TOfi find no passages of Scriptoie which positiyely declare 
the everlasting punishment of the wicked? 

'' Tholtick. Yes : Matt. xxv. 46, and others like it. 

*^S, Can those passages, which you think favor Universalism, be 
understood in any other sense without violating the fundamental laws 
of interpretation % 

'^ Tfioluck, Yes, they can^ but the eonstruction would not be so 
easy and natural. 

^*S. Can the other passages, which speak of endless punishment, 
possibly bear any other construction ? 

'* Tholuck. I do not see how they can. 

'*& Well, what are you going to do with them? 

'* Tholuck, That is my only difficulty. These two classes of texts 
seem to me contradictory ; I cannot reconcile them. But when I re- 
flect upon the character of Grod, as a Being of love, I lose all my 
doubts. Those passages are dark, but here all is light. Man has 
not utterly lost Uod's image ; there is something holy in him stUl -^ 
the flaming eye of God, the conscience ; and wfaenerer there is this 
foothold, God will gain the heart at last. Were it not for this traitor 
in the enemy's camp, it would be impossible for God to save sinners. 

**5. Americans do not use the word, holy, in such a connection. 
We do not apply it to one's essential nature, which cannot be changed, 
but to moral character, which is susceptible of change. To say that 
man has a conscience, is only to say that he is a man. This is what, 
in the nature of things, can never be lost. Devils have consciences, 
and are moral agents as much as men ; and if there is something holy 
where there is conscience, there is something holy in devils, and 
there is this foothold for God, this traitor in the camp, there, and 
consequently they also can, and will, be saved. 

'' Tholuck, To be sure : this is what I hold." 

We have thus far reviewed our author's statements in re- 
gard to the local declin6 of Universalism. We have not 
noticed all the places he has named. We have pointed out 
his misrepresentations concerning those places in regard to 
which we have either personal knowledge or definite infor- 
mation. The others we have passed over. We have shown, 
already, an amount of misrepresentation that must destroy 
all confidence, with the candid and truth-loving, in his de- 
scriptions of the decline of Universalism in other places. 
We candidly do not believe that there is any less real Uni- 
versalist sentiment in a single place he has named than there 
was at any fonner time. It is not the nature of this sentiment 
to decline. Its tendency is expansive. Our Orthodox breth- 
ren are sensible of this, and account for it on the ground that 
it " suits the carnal mind." Unfortunately for this hypothe- 
sis, however, the most pious and benevolent of their own 
&ith ar6 most inclined to Universalism. There is, iikle«d. 
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a natural tendency to tbia sentiment in human nature. But 
it is the better feelings of our nature and not the worse — it 
is our benevolence and desire for the good of all, and not our 
revenge, or lusts, or pride, that lead us to Universalism. 

But aside from these cases of local decline, our author 
represents Universalism as on the decline, in general. He 
says, 3d book, p. 48 : " Universalist societies do not long 
abide, — one goeth and another cometh.'* To this we an- 
swer, that Universalist societies in Boston and Gloucester, 
have abided since the days of Murray and are still flourish* 
ing. Rev. Thomas Jones has been pastor in Gloucester since 
l&A ; Sev. H. Ballou, in Boston, since 1817 ; and Rev. S. 
Streeter, since 1824. Sometimes a few friends form a society 
prematurely, when there is not material enough in the place 
to sustain one, and it languishes. But this is not peculiar 
to Universalists. 

Again we read, p. 328 : — 

'^ In some plaoes new societies are formed, but these do not keep 
the number whole. Not as many have been formed within six years 
as have suspended preaching. So far from keeping up with the in* 
crease of population, in abnost all the older societies there are mani- 
festations of decline. In many places, while oth^ churches are 
enlarged to keep up with the increase of population, Universalista 
contract their houses to meet the wants of their congregations." 

This assertion of the general decline of Universalism, will 
be best answered by giving the actual number of Universalist 
meeting-houses, societies and preachers, in 1835, 1840 and 
1845, which will show whether Universalism has advanced 
or declined during those ten years. The first Universalist 
Register of denominational statistics was published January 
1, 1836, and shows the condition of our cause at the time the 
statistics were gathered, near the close of 1835. It has been 
continued yearly, since that time, and the number for 1846, 
shows our strength at the close of 1845. Some of the meet- 

. ing-houses are union houses, owned only in part by Univer- 
salists. These are few, however, as few limitarian societies 
are willing even to build a meeting-house in union with Uni- 
versalists. Mr. S. argues that we count societies^ in our 
statistics, that are dead. This is not the intention. But 
this evasion cennc^ hold in regard to preachers. We always 
know when a mimster dies, and leave his name out of the 

-^ next Register, unless he dies after the matter is in press. 
Thase preachers are all alive, and stand *' for the defence of 
tlMrtemd*'' 

27 
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STATISTICAL TABLB 

Of Vniversa&im m ihe United States and British Provinces. 
A. D. Meeting-houses. Societies. Preachers. 

1836, 247 ... 667 . . .315 

1840 514 ... 843 ... 510 

1845, 646 .. . 1004 ... 676 

Net gain in ten years, . . 399 . . . 427 . . . 361 

The number of preachers employed by our denomihation 
presents a fair view of our actual strength. We have gained, 
in ten years, in this particular, nearly 115 per cent. If we 
continue this progress, we shall have in 1855, 1454 ministers, 
and in 1900, 8978 preachers. Thus, according to our pres- 
ent progress, there will be in the United States and British 
Provinces, in 1900, nearly 9000 Universalist ministers ! Such 
is the decline of Universalism. 

We have seen some very bigoted people who assert that 
they will not believe the statistical reports made by Univer- 
salists. This book is not designed for such. It is presumed 
they will not read it. But, in case a few of this class may 
see this portion of it, I will remark, that the name and resi- 
dence of every one of our ministers, are given in our annual 
statistics, and if there is any error or imposition, it can be 
easily exposed. 

The number of Congregationalist ministers in the United 
States, according to the Congregational Almanac, for 1847, 
is 1504. The number of Universalist ministers in the United 
States, according to the Universalist Almanac and Register, 
for the same year, is 696, nearly one half as many as the 
Congregational. Congregationalism has been planted here 
t2oo hundred and twenty^seven years ^ and Universalism only 
seventy'seven years, less than <me third as long as Congrega- 
tionalism. How will the statistics of these two denomina- 
tions compare at the end of the nineteenth century, judging 
from their comparative progress in the past ? 

And furthermore, not only is Universalism rapidly increas- 
ing, according to our own statistics, but the admissions and 
cries of alarm from the opposers of our faith, confirm this 
fact. We will first give a few of these admissions from Mr. 
Smith himself, found in the very books ve are reviewing. 
In his larger work, he labors (evidently 1» gratify his feel- 
ings of revenge towards Universalists) to show that " Uni- 
versalism is on the wane." Yet even in that work, there are 
one or two inadvertent confessions to the contrary* Wm 
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tead, p. 226, '*In almost aD congregations yon may find 
some persons who secretly or openly trust in Universalism.*' 
Yes, and it was to prejudice and keep such minds back from 
hearing Universalism preached, and investigating the subject, 
more than from the hope of influencing professed Universal- 
ists or serving the cause of truth, that respectable Orthodox 
ministers have countenanced Mr. Smith in his labors of mis- 
representation, and aided in the circulation of his books. 
They have sowed the wind and the harvest is at hand. 

Again, p. 257, for the sake of showing that Universalism 
is unprosperous in the Southern States, our author inadver- 
tently says, " Universalism ^^oar»Ae* at the North/* 

When Mr. Smith's larger work began to grow unsalable, 
from the better knowledge community were gaining of the 
author, through the press and the testimony of all candid 
people who fciew him, he published an abridgment, with 
the addition of considerable original and personal slander. 
This work he caLis, " Text-Book of Universalism." In this 
work he makes no attempt to disguise the fact that Univer* 
salism is on the increase. He not only admits, but proclaims 
it, ajqscurently with the design of showing the necessity of 
purchasing his publications. He contends that Orthodox 
writers in general, do not understand Universalism and the 
best way of opposing it, and seems to claim a monopoly of 
the business for himself. 

In his " Preface " and " Introductory Remarks," pp. 3, 6, 
7, we find the following admissions : " It is the prayer of the 
author that it may assist in checking the Spread of the deadly 
delusion of which it treats." This shows that he considers 
Universalism to be spreading. Again, " Universalism must 
be regarded as one of the great delusions of the age^ — the 
error of the mass" A new song, certainly, and sung as Rus- 
sell or the Hutchinsons would sing, — for money. Again : — 

** Pusevism will cross the path of others ; and Unitarianism may 
need a rebuke before it expires. But all, who have anything- to do 
with the human heart, will have to do with Universalism. Remain 
at the East, or visit the West, and the principles of this system will 
be found, constituting the subterfuges of evil men. Materials, out 
of which its societies are composed, abound everywhere^ 

Again, he saya^f Universalism, in the same work, p. 62 : 
" When we know'its expanding power," &c. It seems then 
that Universalism has an " expanding power," This is true ; 
but Mr. S. says in his larger work, p. 348, that " Universal- 
inn conlains the elements of its own ruin.*' The testimony 
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of Mr. Sinijdi agauust Uniyersatism much resemUes the eii^ 
dence given ap^ainst its Founder, at his trial before Pilate, 
as recorded JV&rk 14; 56 — ".For many bore false witness 
against him, but their witness agreed not together." 

Again, in the same work, p. 67, he says of Universalism : 
'^ As Christians gaze at the blazing meteor that ^flashes athwart 
the heavens" &c. This is a strong £gure by which to ex-> 
press the magnitude and expansiveness of Universalism. 

But other Orthodox writers, beside Mr. Smith, have made 
recent admissions of the onward march of Universalism. 

Our author represents Universalism as " on the wane," not 
only in Boston and vicinity, but all over New England. But 
the editor of the * Christian Advocate and Journal,' the great 
organ of the Methodist denomination in America, thinks dif- 
£erently. He made a tour in New England, during the sum- 
mer of 1843, the year after Mr. Smith's book was published* 
He says, in speaking of Universalism : — 

" We were pained to find, during our travels East and North, last 
flummer, that this destructive heresy had obtained a footing in the 
couBtry through which we passed, ror which we were wholly unpre- 
pared. It is but little known in the South, and haa made compara- 
tively little progxeas in the West." 

When this gentleman comes to travel westward, he will 
probably be as greatly " pained " and surprised as he was in 
the " East and North." 

Another opposer of the benign doctrine of the reconcilia- 
tion, has stil] more recently published a work, entitled, '* The 
Serpent Uncoiled, or a full-length Picture of Universalism. 
By a Western Layman. Revised by the Committee of Pub- 
lication, with notes by the editor. Philadelphia : American 
Baptist Publication Society, 1846." From this work we 
have recently seen the following extract, describing the 
spread of Universalism in the Western States : — 

'' Within the last few years, the attention of that sect has been 
specially turned towards the West, and mortifying as the confession 
is, it cannot be denied that they have met wim much success. In 
too many parts of the Great Valley, such a result might reasonably 
be expected. Can any one be surprised that Universalism should 
take root and flourish in a settlement where the preaching of the 
gospel is seldom heard^ and where rehgioiis booliis or periodicals are 
rarely seen?" 

Mr. S. has admitted, that, '* in ahnost all congregations 
you will find some persons who secretly ox openly trust in 
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Flih^enalinn.^ And tlii9 state of things pretdls ftinong the 
Orthodox, in the pulpit as well as in the pew. There are 
many Orthodox ministers who " secretly trust in Universal- 
ism.'' This fact is admitted by the distinguished Professor 
Stuart, of AndoYer theological seminary, in an article from 
his pen, found in the ' Biblical Repository' for July, 1840, 
from which, we give the following extract : — 

*' Not a few persons in our communiiy secretly belong to this class* 
They perceive the extravs^gaat and obtro&ive aaBumptions of those 
vfho deny any future punishment ; and fearing to encourage them in 
their error, they withhold the expressioDr' of their own doubts, and 
difficulties, guarding themselws at the same time firom expressing 
any positive belief on the doctrine of endless punishment. Thus 
they live, and perhaps die, without ever making any explicit avowal 
of their secret belief, or at least of their secret doubts. And among 
these are not a few of the professed preachers of the GospdJ*^ 

In concluding this review of the alleged decline of Uni* 
versalism, we commend to the reader the following extracts 
from an address delivered by Mr. Smith, himself, before a 
Universalist association in Brattleboro', Vt., in 1832, and 
published in the * Watchman :' — 

" As a denomination we have occasion to rejoice in the spread of 
the truth ; our sentiments are borne, as on the wings of the wind, to 
distant nations — and believers have increased until the parched 

S-ound has become a pool, and the thirsty land springs of water, 
ut what has spread our faith thus far and wide 1 The faithfulness 
of those who have proclaimed it. Go back to the infancy of our 
cause in this country ; follow it up to the present time, and its in- 
crease and extension can be attributed only to the faithfulness of our 
Fathers in the Gospel. Gro back to that hour when the trumpet of a 
world's salvation was first blown in these United States — when 
Murray, the Father of Universalism, first commenced the work of 
reformation — a soliiary being he wandered up and down, preaching 
the glad tidings of salvation to a dying world — alone and single- 
handed he fac^ a frowning world. It is true that here and there he 
found an individual who would wish him Grod speed, or soothe him 
when in sorrow and give him assistance. Bui these were few, and 
besides this the whole moral world was blackness, and darkness. 
What, we ask, crowned his labors with success ? What silenced the 
tongue of slander, and convinced the gainsayerl What secured to 
him fhends, and gained him the confidence ci good men ? It was 
\iVi faithfulness ; and if we would share his reward, like him we must 
be faithful." 

/* 1 repeat what I have before said, that if the rapid spread of truth 
is to be attributed to anything human ^t must be to the faithful man- 
ner in which it has been preached. For more than fifty years, Uni- 
veiM^jsm has been the mark against which the arrows of all sects 
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written and circulated, and no stone left unturned that would impede 
its progress. Yet amidst this formidable array, the march. of truth 
has been onward, and, like the majestic and powerful river, it has 
swept away every impediment designed to prevent its increase. The 
doctrine of Universalism has been weighed in the balance, and ' mene 
tekel uphaiBin ' has not been written upon it. It has put down the 
subtlety of a Beecher — it has silenced the reasonings of Eklwaids-— 
' it has prospered amid the fanaticisms of Finney, and obtained a com- 
plete victory over the sophistry of Hawes, and those voho come after 
have but little hope of success, for this work is of €rod, and man can- 
not overthrow it." 

What " the subtlety of a Beecher," " the reasonings of 
Edwards," the " sophistry of Hawes," and " the fanaticisms 
of Finney," have failed to do, seems as little likely to be ac- 
complished by the slanders and deceptions of a Smith. 
^ We have now gone over the writings of Mr. Smith, and 
noticed his principal charges against the character of the 
people called Universalists. We have refrained, in a great 
measure, from repfeheneive comment. It has been our aim 
rather to develop^ facts, and leave the legitimate comment t6 
the inference of the candid and discerning reader. 

It will now, perhaps, be expected, that we shall proceed to 
review the doctrinal arguments of Mr. Smith. Many per- 
sons admit that Mr. S. is not to be relied upon as a witness 
in case of character, — that his general habits are not those 
of veracity and candor, and that he has particular prejudices 
and feelings of revenge towards Universalists, from circum- 
stances we have related. But they still contend that his 
doctrinal arguments are sound, and call on us to meet them. 
" A bad man may reason and interpret Scripture aright," 
they say ; *^ and the arguments of Mr. S. are entitled to the 
same consideration as if his character were upright. Truth 
is truth, wherever found ; and we wish to see an answer to 
the arguments which Mr. S. has urged against the doctrine 
of Universalists." To this we answer, — it was not em- 
braced in the design of this volume, to review those portions 
of Mr. Smith's writings which contain his doctrinal argu- 
ments, for two reasons. 1. The allotted space would not 
allow of this. It requires far less space to state an argument 
or a slander than to refute it, and in reviewing Mr. Smith's 
misrepresentations of the character of Universalists, we have 
necessarily taken up nearly all the room we had assigned to 
the volume. And, 2. Mr. Smith has presented little that is 
original, in the form of argoment Nearly all his argu^Mnts 



DlCLOfB OR 9ffPramALUM. 319 

«f e bat repetitions of those that have been urged by limiteri- 

ans and rebutted by Universalists many times, and published 
both in religious journals and in books. The controversies 
between Whittemore and Braman, Whittemore and Cook, 
Thomas and Ely, Thomas and Lee, Morse and Lee, Skin- 
ner and Campbell, Bice and Filigree, and others, contain all, 
of a doctrinal character, that is contained in the writings of 
Mr. Smith, or that would be found in a review of those 
writings. The controversies alluded to, have been some time 
before the public, and the inquiring reader who wishes to 
pursue the investigation of the doctrinal difierences between 
Universalists and others, can avail himself of these publica- 
tions. They may be obtained in Boston, New York, Phila- 
delphia, Baltimore, Richmond, Albany, IJtica, Buffalo, Cin- 
cinnati, or any of the large commercial places in the Union. 
Besides these published controversies, Universalist writers 
have published many works containing our doctrinal views, 
as well as all the arg^uments and objections that have been 
urged against these views by Mr. Smith or others. 

But there is one feature of Mr. Smith's doctrinal writings 
which calls for especial consideration. We allude to his 
misrepresentations of the doctrinal views of Universalists. 
These are numerous and flagrant. These are also some- 
what original. And what is the more painful consideration 
here, these misrepresentations must have been intentional 
and deliberate. Unlike many, perhaps most, who have as- 
sailed and misstated the views of Universalists, Mr. Smith 
was familiarly acquainted with our real sentiments. This 
fact, with those who may have perused his books, without a 
knowledge of the circumstances of his theological changes, 
may give these perversions of Universalist doctrine, the ap- 
pearance of truth and authority. Were it not for this con- 
sideration, with the present chapter this " Review " would 
end. 
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CHAPTER VII. 

MtSRJ^RESENTATIONS OP UNIVERSALIST DOCTRINE. 

WUt thou net cease to perrert the right ways of the Lofd ? Acts xiii. 10. 

No opposer of XTniversalism has made so many gross mis- 
representations of the views that tlniversalists entertain, and 
so perverted and caricatured their doctrine, as Mr. Smith. 
This 18 accounted for from the fact that no one else ever as- 
sailed Universalists under such circumstances and with feel- 
ings of such bitter hostility and revenge. The principal points 
on which he has thus misrepresented our views, are, future 
punishment, the character of Christ, the nature of salvation, 
regeneration, the immortality of the soul, the existence of an- 
gels, and the application and interpretation of the Scriptures. 
Besides these, he has several misrepresentations of a general 
and miscellaneous character which cannot properly be classi- 
fied under either of these heads. We shall, however, notice 
them all, as we proceed. 

I. FUTURE FUlflSHMEWT. 

Our author has, in numerous instances, like many other 
opposers of our faith, represented that Universalists, as a de- 
nomination, deny all punishment for sin, beyond the grave, 
and affirm that all the consequences of evil doing are limited 
to the present life. This is understood to be the settled creed 
of Universalism, by a majority of its uninformed opposers, 
notwithstanding Universalists have repeatedly disclaimed it. 
Mr. Smith has labored to confirm this impression, while he 
knew that it was a false impression. He says of Universal- 
ism, pp. 150-1 : — 

"If its instructions do not openly encourage vice, • it strengthens 
the hands of the wicked ' by assuring them, that, live well or ill, do 
good or not, keep Grod's law or break it, die a felon or a martyr, live 
in lust and die in crime, — all this, though it may subject them to 
some temporal inconvenience, will have no elQfect upon their future 
condition.'' 

We do not preach that such courses will *• subject them to 
some teuiporal inconvenience^*^ merely, but to disgrace, disease. 
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and whftt is more than eitlier, to ihe loss of ccmsciovs imio- 

cence, to remorse and misery, untold. Neither do we teach 
that it *' will have no eflect upon their future condition," as 
we shall by and by show. 
Again, p. 201: — 

** Universalism denies the connection between the events of this 
life and the condition of men in the next. Our present life is to have 
no effect upon the future. Our conduct here will not afieet, m any 
degree, our happiness hereafter. We are assured that all, from an 
innint of a day to a sinner of a hundred yean, start again upon the 
same level." 

We teach that the events of this life will not render men 
sinful and miserable through all eternity; but do not affirm 
that they will have no influence on the amount or degree of 
our future happiness. 

Again, p. 216, he says Universalism teaches, " that there 
is no retribution in the future world for our conduct in this ; 
but that all start again upon the same level, whatever their 
characters may have been in this world.'* 

And again, 3d book, p. 26 : — 

<' It teaches that life is not a probstioB ; thai no set of man can 
affect in the least his f ntuxa Qood&ioii ; that all vrill stand upon an 
eqaaiity in the next world, all start fiom the grave upon the same 
level, however they may have Uved or died." 

TJniversalists deny the Orthodox idea of probation. This 
word probation^ is not found in Scripture. Neither does tha 
Bible contain the idea that our Ortiiodox bratlu^n e^qiress by 
this term. " We are probationers for eternity — this life is a 
state of probation,*' and other similar phraseology, current in 
the limitarian pulpit, is not the language of the Bible. All 
Bible doctrine can be expressed in Bible language. So far 
as this idea is concerned, Mr. S. tells truth in the above 
quotations. The residue is incorrect. 

Universalists, as a denomination, have never assumed, in 
any confession of faith, articles of church covenant, or in any 
resolution or resolutions of any ecclesiastical association or 
convention, that ** the future life will in no way be afiected 
by the conduct of men in this ;" "that all will stand upon an 
equality in the next world," or that " all start from the grave 
upon the same level, however they may have lived or died." 
Mr. Smith has not pretended to quote any such documentary 
evidence to sustain these misrepresent9.tion£r. He knew that 
no such evidence could be brought. 
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Our aiithot is a litiie neater tntth, although stiU deeeptiTe, 
on p. 217 : — 

'< It is not denied that some Universalist preachers of the present 
day profess to believe in limited future punishment ; but they do not 
yreach it. They hold their places because they are silent upon that 
topic. Thus ^ey throw their influence against it ; for, while they 
mainta-m silence, the advocate of ultra-Universalism makes his faith 
the burden d every sermon. In some cases, I have known a special 
contract to be made with a believOT in future punishment, when about 
to settle. The society agree to give the preacher no trouble because 
he believes in future retribution, and the preacher is not to trouble 
the society by maintaining it. Such a contract was made by my 
predecessor in Salem." 

The first sentence of the above is true, only as far as the 
semicolon. Mr. Smith's *• predecessor in Salem," was Rev. 
Lemuel Willis, now of Claremont, New Hampshire. Hav- 
ing written to him on this point, we extract the following 
from his reply : — 

''You propose three questions which 3rou wiidi me to answer. 
This I do cheerfully. The questions aie as foUows, viz.: — 

« 1. < Was there a special contract made between you and the 
UjuversaUsfc eodety in Salem, that yon should not preadi your senti- 
nent touching your belief in future limited punishment ? ' 

'* d. * Did you conceal your views of punishment in your puhUe 
exercises while in Salem T' 

" 3. ' Have you ever known such c(mtracts to be made ? ' 

*' With regard to xYtefirii of these questions, I answer that no snch 
ccmtract was ever made or suggested when I wae about to settle over 
the socie^ in Salem or afterwards. I frankly told them, my views 
on the subject of future punishment and made a statement of my be- 
lief in future limited punishment from the desk, the afternoon before 
the parish held a meeting to ^ve me a call to settle. I stated then, 
as 1 had done before, in pubhc and in private, that I claimed to be a 
Universalist. I loved that name, and though I attached importance to 
the views I entertained of punishment, yet I regarded the views I held 
in common with all who believed in the restitution of all things, as 
vafttly more importaait. 

'^ In relaticm to the sscond question, I would say, that, had I en- 
tered into contract not to preach my views in regard to punishment, 
I must have been chargeable with a violation of such contract. ... I 
did not make this a prominent point in my discourses, as did some 
others. This I did not think would be expe<fient. But still I did, 
many times, express my sentunente touching that point, plainly and 
directly. 

'* And, iu'relatioa to the third question, I can say that I have never 
l^iown of such contracts having been made, that I now recollect. I 
will, therefore, answer all those questk>ns with an indignant and em- 
jkhatb no I " 
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Mr. Smith sap, in the last quotation, that our nunisters 

who helieve in hinited future punishment, " do not preach it. 
They hold their places because they are silent upon that sub- 
ject." 

In view of this assertion we would refer the reader to what 
Mr. S. says of his own preaching, in Hartford, after he be- 
^n to preach future punishment there, pp. 22, 23. " In a 
practical point of view the effect was the same as the ]veach- 
ing of ultra-Universalism. As punishment was to end in 
eternal bliss, those who adopted these views ?utd little care, 
tohether it wca liTrdted to this life or ran over into the next J* 
Then, of course, they would not quarrel with a minister for 
preaching future punishment, so long as it *' was to end in 
eternal bliss." 

We have never known but one Universalist minister, pro- 
fessing to believe in limited future punishment, to conceal his 
sentiments on this point, for the apparent purpose of securing a 
location. It has been seen, in chapter I., that Mr. Smith 
sought and obtained an invitation to re-settle with the Univer- 
salist society in Hartford, in the summer of 1839. It had 
been reported in Hartford, sometime previous, that Mr. S. 
had become pretendedly Restorationist in sentiment, in order 
to secure the pastorship of the society in Salem. This re-> 
puted dissimulation wrought against Mr. S., in Hartford. A 
friend of his, Capt W. Collier, of Hartford, wrote to Mr. S. 
on this subject. Mr. Smith's answer, in his own hand-writ- 
ing, is before me. It bears date, " Salem, March 20, 1838," 
and begins as follows : — 

"Dear Sir : — I am not, and never was, a Restorationist in the 
sense in which that term is need at the present day ; but am and ever 
have been, a Universalist. " 

And yet he tells us in his " Experience," (p. 2!^») " Before I 
left Hartford, I had adopted the doctrine of limited future pun- 
ishment ! " This was an " evasion equaMy unchristian and 
wrong." 

Wcread, p. 236: — 

" Until the year 1818, the sect gr^snerally admitted the doctrine of 
ftiture punishment. About tl«5 time mentioned, Mr. Ballou an- 
nounoed the theory, that * tb<5 Scriptures begin and end the history 
of sin in flesh and blood ; and that, bevond this mortal existence, the 
Bible teaches no other sentient state, but that which is called by the 
blessed name of life and immortality.' " 

Tttie, Mr. Ballou, at this time, arowed this view of pun-; 
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ishment. But Mr. Ballon is not the UniTersallst denomina- 
tion. Nor has that denomination ever voted to adopt the 
peculiar sentiments of Mr. Ballon, as their creed or standard 
of Biblical interpretation. Until the year 1845, the Ortho- 
dox denominations generally admitted the doctrine of a future 
feneral judgment. About the time mentioned, Professor 
lush, of New York, openly denied this doctrine, in a publi- 
cation. Suppose we should represent, from this circum- 
stance, that the Orthodox now discard the doctrine of future 
general judgment. This would be as candid as the repre- 
sentations of Mr. Smith in regard to the Universalists dis- 
carding the doctrine of future punishment. Some Orthodox 
?eople agree with Prof. Bush, and others do not. Some 
Fniversalists agree with Mr. Ballou, and others dissent, 
while the denomination, as such, with all its churches, asso- 
ciations and conventions, retains the same standard of faith 
as before, viz. : — the^no^ holiness and happiness of all men. 
When we describe what Orthodoxy is, we should be gov- 
erned, not by the peculiar views set forth by some individual 
dr individuals, as Dr. Beman or Dr. Taylor; but by their 
confessions of faith, — the standards to which their mmisters 
subscribe at their ordination, and their members, on their 
reception into the church communion. The Theological 
Seminary at Andover has a formula to the belief of which 
professors in that institution are obliged to make oath, once 
in five years. This standard is genuine Orthodoxy. The 
Universalists have also their denominational standard, which 
we shall give in due season ; and this is ^nuine Univer* 
salism. 

Our author continues, pp. 236-7 : — 

'< On several occasions a separation from the body of Universalists 
was threateiked. It took place in 1828 ; when the beUevers in the 
Balvation of all men were organized into two denominations. The 
one, called ' Restoxationists,' embraced the believers in future punish- 
ment. The other, called ' Universalists/ embraced those who con- 
fine all the consequences of sin to this world. Though formerly the 
term * Universalist ' was applied to all believers in uDiversal salva- 
tion, it now refers to those only who reject future punishment." 

What Mr. Smith here dignifies as a division of the Uni- 
versalist denomination, was, as elsewhere stated, merely the 
withdrawal of nine ministers from the order, who organized 
themselves into a separate body, and took the name of " Res* 
torationists." These were but a moiety of th« ministers who 
believed in fu^e limited punishment, the great majority^t of 
whom refused to separate. This division grew out of cer- 
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tain controversies between leading men in the order, on tbo 
question of punishment But the denomination in general, 
both believers and disbelievers in future punishment, frowned 
upon the movement, and it proved a failure. The great body 
of Universalists remained, and still remain, united. This 
Bestorationist association has perished. Some of the minis- 
ters have joined the Unitarians, some abandoned the minis- 
try, and others, as Mr. Pickering, have rejoined the Univer- 
salists. The oldest fiestorationist, and the oldest minister 
in our denomination, Rev. Thomas Jones, the successor of 
* Mr. Murray, at Gloucester, gave no countenance to this 
movement. 

Mr. Smith argues, with apparent gravity, that "though 
formerly the term * Universalist * was applied to all believers 
in Universal salvation, it now" [since the withdrawal of this 
faction in 1828] " refers to those only who reject future pun- 
ishment." This is the first information the Universalists 
ever received of this important circumstance. They have 
continued, down to the present time, and they still continue, 
notwithstanding this announcement of our author, Co call all 
who believe in the final salvation of all men, as a Bible doc- 
trine, Universalists. A vast majority, all but a handful, of 
the believers in future limited punishment, still remain in our 
connection and show no disposition to separate. They con- 
stitute a large proportion of our ministry. Among them are 
many of the most eminent and worthy advocates of our 
cause. 

But let us see if the coloring Mr. S. has given this matter 
will agree with all his other statements. This division, he says, 
occurred in 1828. In his " Experience," p. 22, he says, " I 
was compelled to reject ultra-Universalism, or, in other words, 
that form of Universalism which limits all puniskment to this 
life" This was while he preached in Hartford, in 1834 or 
1835, at least five years before he left the denomination of 
Universalists. For the last five years of his connection with 
us, then, he did not " reject future punishment." He preached 
with us, from 1835 to September, 1840, at least five years, 
after he ceased to " reject future punishment." All such, he 
now says, after the division in 1828, were not Universalists, 
but Restorationists. No Restorationist, after 1828, he would 
imply, was connected with the denomination of Universalists. 
And yet, according to his own showing, he remained in our 
connection five years, after he ceased to " reject future pun- 
ishment?** Does he now consider th^t he w^ a preacher Pjf 
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Universalism during those five years ? Answer, — his Text- 
Book of Universalism was published in 1845. On the title- 
?age, we read, " By M. Hale Smith, for twelve years a 
Treacher of. Universalism." He began to preach with the 
Universalists in August, 1828, (see p. 10 of his " Experi- 
ence,") and discontinued preaching with us, in September, 
1840. This would make the twelve years ; and during the 
last five years, he did not ** reject future punishment." We 
have had frequent occasions to notice these palpable, down- 
right contradictions in his writings. It is a source of some 
relief that there is a little plausible testimony that they are 
the effect of mental rather than of moral aberration ; but it 
would be a still greater relief if this evidence were less 
dubious. 

We find, on p. 259, the following: — 

'' A person is impressed with the necessity of preparing to meet 
God. He is attached to his sins, but he does not wish to perish. 
He finds two theories in the community. The one tcHa him that the 
great purpose of this life is to fit men for the next, and that, without 
holiness, no man can see the Lord. The other teaches him that the 
present life has no connection with the future." 

Universalism^ also teaches that, " without holiness no man 
can see the Lord." Universalism is belief in the final holi- 
ness and consequent happiness of all men. Universalism 
does not, we repeat, deny all connection between this life and 
the future. We will here give an authority upon this point 
that will be conclusive, — that of Rev. H. Ballou, 2d, whom 
Mr. Smith represents as standing at the head of the Univer- 
salist denomination, and from whose writings he has quoted 
more than from any other source. Mr. Ballou, in an article 
in the * Expositor and Universalist Review,' vol. II., p. 335, 
says: — 

'* That men are punished in the present world according to their 
present deserts, we suppose to be the doctrine of Scripture, and also 
of experience and observation ; and all just inferences from this, we 
shall hold ourselves answerable for. But that the doings of this life 
have no bearing whatsoever on our future state, we are not so confi- 
dent ; and this we shall not defend," &c. 

We can assure the candid reader that Mr. Ballou here ex- 
presses the views of a large majority of the Universalist min- 
istry. And we need not add that he here contradicts the 
repeated assertions of our author, that we deny all connection 
between this life and the future, and all bearing of our pres- 
ent conduct on our future happiness. 
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Our author gives this misrepresentation a new and rather 
ingenious form, on p. 261, where he says of Universalism : — 

'^ It destrojTS human accountability, makes ain no eyil in the sight 
of God, and removes all fear of retribution in the world to come. It 
makes sin to be all the punishment men can sufier for their sins, and 
the violation of God's law the penalty for the violation." 

The propositions contained in this last sentence may seem 
very absurd to unthinking minds. But ** come now and let 
us reason together." A father tells his child not to put his 
finger in the lamp-blaze. The child disobeys and is burned. 
The father, instead of beating him, applies a salve or liniment 
to extract the pain. You ask why he does not punish the 
child for his disobedience, and he replies, that the disobedi- 
ence was itself sufficient punishment. Now suppose you 
teach that God has so arranged the laws of his providence 
that all disobedience of his laws, brings its speedy retribution, 
as in the case of the child. Would this ^* destroy human ac- 
countability and make sin no evil in the sight of God ?" 

Our Orthodox brethren, we believe, hold and teach that 
holiness is its own reward. The Psalmist says of the divine 
requirements, " in keeping of them there is great reward." 
Suppose we should say, then, of Orthodoxy, "It makes holi- 
ness to be all the reward men can enjoy for being holy, and 
the obedience of God's law the recompense for the obedience." 
Would there be anything very absurd in this ? This is the 
doctrine of the Psalmist above quoted. We have even heard 
Orthodox divines represent that the future, endless misery of 
the wicked would consist solely in their wickedness. Said 
Dr. Beman, once, when discoursing on the nature of future 
punishment, " God will inflict no positive punishment on the 
wicked. He will only leave him to himself, — to the endless 
emotions of his own sinful mind and the eternal gna wings of 
his own conscience." 

Universalists believe present punishment to be something 
of this nature. They do not, however, as Mr. S. asserts, 
" make sin to be all the punishment men can suffer for their 
sins." They believe that some sins bring disease, and pain 
and obloquy, and other external evils. But they would teach 
men to fear these less than that loss of innocency and God's 
communion, th^it burning of compunctuous shame, consequent 
upon all transgression. They would teach men to fear these, 
more than all outward evils, and even more than that endless, 
burning hell which is preached by the more gross and vulgar 
of limitarian revivalists. We would teach that physical pains, 
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with innocence Bind holiness wilhm, were better than bodily 
comfort, with the gnawings of internal guih. 
Again, p. 350: — 

^' And the question at issue between Universalists and others is not 
in respect to the. future csonditioii of the good. There can be no dis- 
pute on that point. All beheve that they will be blessed. But Uni- 
versalism teaches that it will be as well with the wicked. Here Ib the 
difference." 

This is untrue* A favorite text with the Universalists, is 
Isaiah 3: IQ, 11, — ** Say ye to the righteous that it shall be 
well with him ; for they shall eat the fruit of their doings. 
Woe unto the wicked ! . it sl^all be ill with him ; for the reward 
of his hands shall be given him." This we consider parallel 
With Proverbs 11: 31, — "Behold, the righteous shall be 
jrecompensed in the earts; much more the wicked and the 
pinn^r^y We believe that it shall be well with the obedient, 
and ill withj the disobedient, — that the one will be happy and 
,the other sufler, in the present life. We also believe that if 
ai^y remain sinful in the futuTe life, they will suffer there. 
Som^ of us believe that sinfulness does, in some instances» 
g^tend jnto the futiire life,. with its consequent unhappiness. 
But all of ujB )i)elieve that in the consummation, all will be 
righteous, and that it will be well with all. 

On pp. 3.^, 364, 367, our author repeats the old sarcasp, 
• that if Up iyersali^m be true, the antediluvians and the Sod- 
omites wefe not punished, but rather rewarded, for their wick- 
edness. This, be contends, would ^how that God approved 
of wickedness and disapproved of virtue. This he argues on 
the ground that tjiesc: sinners went immediately to happiness. 
This, however, is not XJniversaJism, and this we shall not de- 
fend. But let us loot at this subject in the Orthodox light. 
According to that theology, God removed the antediluvians and 
Sodomitps, with all their sins upon them, to a place where they 
would grow worse and worse, to all eternity ! It seems to us, 
and must, we think,. so seem to. all candid minds that will re- 
flect, that this is the theory that represents God as approving 
sin. by perpetuating and eternally increasing it. 

Universalists believe God removed these wicked people to 
a state of being where they would grow better, and become 
" like the angels of God in heaven." While Orthodoxy makes 
" the angels of God in heaven " to have fallen, and become 
demons, Universalism makes sinful men to become holy and 
angelip. And yet our Orthodox brethren have the hardihood 
or blindness to assert that Universalism represents God as ap- 
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proving sin, because it represents him as eventually destroy- 
ing it, while their own theory represents him as perpetuating 
sin. They call our doctrine " the devil's doctrine," because 
we teach that the Son of God was ** manifested that he might 
destroy the works of the devil," and " that, through death, he 
might destroy him that had the power of death, that is the 
devil;" while they teach that the devil and his works shall 
exist eternally, and sin be on the increase ! 

But let us compare Mr. Smith's arguments on this point, 
with each other. He says, p. 357 : — 

"The ungodly, the reckless, the abandoned, are oftentimes the 
most favored. How, then, can it be proved that God is a holy God, 
that he prefers obedience to transgression, and goodness to depravity ? 
Not by what appears in this life ; for here, the good are oppressed, 
the righteous are afilicted, and the impious and the abandoned pros- 
per." 

And yet he says, p. 364 : — 

" When any man or nation becomes so corrupt and depraved, that 
God will not allow him to live on earth, then he will be a candidate 
for endless felicity, and may hourly look for the mandate which shall 
take him up to that holy place, where all is purity and bliss." 

It seems, then, that God does punish the " corrupt and 
depraved" by not allowing them "to live on the earth." 
There could not be a plainer contradiction than this of the 
above quotation from p. 357, if we except the following, 
found on p. 367 : " God turned the cities of Sodom and Gor- 
morrah into ashes, because of their unparalleled depravity,*^ 
God did then punish the Sodomites, by temporal destruc- 
tion. 

We give one more item of testimony from Mr. Smith, 
against himself, on this point. In the first pamphlet of his 
controversy with the Hon. Horace Mann, p. 50, he says : — 

*' If you say that teaching future retribution is sectarianism, I 
answer that you use terms to mislead. A truth common to all sects, 
is not, cannot be, sectarian. It is a truth common to Presbyterians 
and Baptists — Episcopalians and Methodists — Orthodox and Unita- 
rians — the Catholics and the more respectable portion of the Univer- 
sahsts." 

The above was published in the beginning of the year, 
1847. It is a plain admission that a portion of the Univer- 
salists believe in future retribution. He says, " the more 
respectable portion." We are not aware of any great differ- 
ence in the respectability of these two classes of Univer- 
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salists. Some of the most worthy men in the community 
are found in both classes. And in the abuse and slander 
Mr. Smith has heaped upon Universalists, in his publica* 
tione, be has made little discrimination, in reference to this 
point. He has spoken with equal contempt and bitterness 
of Rev- Hosea Pallou, the father of what our opposers call 
" ttZ^ra-Universalism," and of Rev. O. A. Skinner, who holds 
to " future retribution." 

We have now noticed most of Mr. Smith's misrepresen- 
tations of our views of punishment. In conclusion, we will 
show the reader, from the testimony of Universalists them- 
selves, what we do believe on this subject. 

The General Convention of Universalists, at its session in 
Winchester, New Hampshire, in 1803, adopted a " Profes- 
sion of Belief." The Committee who drafted that Profession, 
were Rev.'s Z. Streeter, Hosea Ballou, W. Ferris, and Z. 
Lathe. Some of these were believers in future punishment, 
and others were not. The articles were written by Mr. 
Ferris, who believed in future punishment. This Profession 
is as follows : — 

"PROFESSION OF BELIEF. 

** 1. We believe that the Holy Scriptures of the Old and New 
Testaments contain a revelation of the character of God, and of the 
duty, interest, and final destination of mankind. 

" 2. We believe there is one God, whose nature is love ; revealed 
in one Lord Jesus Christ, by one Holy Spirit of g^ace, who will 
finally restore the whole family of mankind to holiness and happi- 
ness, 

"3. We believe that holiness and true happiness are insep- 
arably connected ; and that believers ought to maintain order, and 
practise good works, for these things are good and profitable unto 
men." 

This Profession of Faith has never been altered. It is 
still retained as the standard of the General Convention, and 
is the basis of all our articles of church covenant. It seems 
to give as good satisfaction to Universalists now, as at the 
time of its origin. Neither the peculiarities of Mr. Ballou, 
Mr. Balfour, or any other eminent individual, have ever been 
adopted as the standard of the denomination. 

Rev. Thomas Whittemore, editor of the * Trumpet,* the 
oldest Universalist journal, is not a believer in future punish- 
ment. From an editorial article of his, in the * Trumpet' of 
March 7, 1846, we make the following extract :^ — 

" UmversaliBta were originally all believers in future retributicn. 
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^oiMfeqiienflT there aioee a difi^renoe of opinion on this T>oint, Bome 
' ^vowitag and some disavowing that doctrine. The iJniTersalists 
iBtahd now, in regud to h, jnst t^here t|iey hare stood for forty yean. 
Some of them believe in future retribution, and some do not. There 
is no warfare among us on this point. We act together peacefully, 
m defence of the great principles we hold, not permitting minor mat- 
ters to destroy our unity. TweAty-five yean ago there was a vigor- 
ous ooDtroveny amcmg vm^ in Massachusetts, on the pdnt of future 
limited punishment, which was provoked by a clan calling^ themselves 
Restorationisis, . . . Greatly to the peace of our denodunation, they 
seceded from us ; but they did not and could not carry with them one- 
eighth part of the clerical believere in future retribution It 

was this that led the public to believe that Universa^sts all rejected 
the doctrine of future retribution, which was not true at any time." 

Rev. Stephen R. Smith, of Bufialo, New York, one of the 
oldest and most eminent Universalist ministers in that state, 
is not a believer in future retribution. From an article of 
his, in the * Magazine and Advocate* of February 27, 1846, 
we make the following extract : — 

'^ In the state of New Yoiic, and others except in New England, 
no controveny has ever existed among us, on the subject of retribu- 
tion. And_ while the ministers were well aware of each other's 
views — they were held and preached, as they still are, with perfect 
harmony. It is beyond doubt, that a large majority of the ministen 
of this state, have always been believers in future retribution." 

But perhaps the reader will desire to know more definitely 
what Universalists hold in regard to the future state. We 
will give the information, according to the best of our ability 
and knowledge. 

Mr. Balfour, in 1828, published his " Essays on the Inter- 
mediate State of the Dead." In this work he argues, that 
all men remain in a state of unconsciousness after death, till 
the resurrection^ which he holds to be general and yet future ; 
and that, at the resurrection, all men will be made immortal, 
holy, and happy. This work never met a very extensive 
sale. Mr. Balfour's views do not generally prevail among 
the Universalists. The writer of this, though personally 
acquainted with some hundreds of the Universalist ministry, 
does not remember ever to have heard more than six avow 
themselves in favor of Mr. Balfour's theory. 

Rev. Hosea Ballou is generally understood to deny the 
doctrine of future piunishment ; and as his name is more 
prominently identified with Universalism, in the public mind, 
than that of Any other man now living, this has probably 
given the general impression that the denomination denies 
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that doctrine. Mr. Ballou, under date of " Nor. 25th, 1829,'* 
has thus briefly given his views on that subject. iSpeaking 
of his discussion of this point, with Rev. Edward Turner, he 
says : — 

** While attending to this correspondence, I became entirely satis- 
fied, that the Scriptures begin and end the history of sin in flesh and 
blood ; and that beyond this mortal existence the Bible teaches no 
other sentient state, but that which is called by the blessed name 
of life and immortality." — [Modern History of Universalism, pp. 
437-8.] 

This, it will be seen, is not a positive denial that the con- 
sequences of sin may extend beyond the grave ; but a con- 
viction that ^^the Bible teaches^^ no such doctrine. It is not 
affirmed that the Bible teaches the contrary. 

One class of Universalists believe that the Bible positively 
teaches that there is no punishment for sin beyond the grave, 
and quote Rom. 5:7: " For he that is dead is freed from 
sin." This class embraces, at the present time, but a small 
portion of the Universalist ministry. 

Another class believe that the Bible positively teaches that 
those who die in sin will be punished, for a limited period, 
after death. This class, like the last mentioned, embraces, 
we think, but a small number of the ministry. 

A very large majority of the Universalist ministry believe 
that the Bible teaches that all men will become holy and 
happy in the resurrection, and that it is silent in regard to 
the condition of man between death and the resurrection. 

Of this large class, probably a majority i7ifer, from the 
laws of memory, conscience, and analogy, that those who 
die impenitent will begin the future life in a lower moral 
position than those who die penitent. Many believe that 
the former will experience remorse for their sins, and all 
believe that they will finally become penitent and be restored 
to holiness and bliss. 

All agree in the final holiness and happiness of all men. 
All believe in the reality of present retribution ; that there is 
" no peace to the wicked," — that his mind is " like the 
troubled sea, when it cannot rest, whose waters cast up mir§ 
and dirt." And few, we think, are in the habit of drawing 
motives to obedience and virtue, from the fear of punishment 
in the future state. The accompanying evils of sin and the 
attendant joys of piety, they regard as the more efficient 
suasives to repentance. 
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ll. CHARACTER OF CHRIST. 

Originally, the Universalists were Trinitarians. Such 
were Murray, Winchester, and Mitchel. Such was Mr. 
Jones, successor of Mr. Murray, at Gloucester; and Rev. 
Paul Dean, formerly colleague with Murray, in Boston, pro- 
fessed this view until he transferred his desk, in Buliinch 
Street, to the Unitarians, and fraternized with that people. 
Nearly all who take the name of Universalists, in Great 
Britain, are still Trinitarians. Such is Rev. Mr. Thom, of 
Liverpool. 

Rev. Hosea Ballou, it is said, is the first who openly advo- 
cated U'nitarianism in America. The influence of his writ- 
ings, with those of eminent men of the Unitarian denom- 
ination, has tended almost to revolutionize the Universalist 
ministry on this point. They are now generally Unitarians. 
On this, however, as on the point of future punishment, they 
liave adopted no new standard of faith. All helieviers in 
Universal salvation are received without regard to their 
Unitarian or Trinitarian peculiarities. 

Among those Universalists who reject the- doctrine of the 
Trinity, there are all grades of Unitarians, — high Arians, 
and Socinians. Some believe in the preexistence and eter- 
nal Sonship of Jesus ; and others, that he had no beino^ pre- 
vious to his advent. All Universalists believe in his divine 
mission, and that all power was given into his hands. 

Mr. Smith has knowingly and falsely represented them as 
being all Humanitarians. He says, p. 69, that when he began 
his public life, ** The divinity oi Christ was a theme of ridi- 
cule." Utterly untrue. Universalists believe in the divinity, 
though few ot them acknowledge the Deity, of Christ. This 
doctrine, however, they never make " a theme of ridicule." 
Some of their oldest and most worthy ministers hold this 
doctrine. Our author continues, on the same page, *' I em- 
braced the form of Universalism then prevalent. I was a 
Humanitarian." We cannot say what views our author may 
have entertained ; but we are quite certain that this was not 
the "prevalent" view in the Universalist ministry, if by 
•Humanitarianism, he means the belief that Jesus was, in 
nature and endowments, a mere man. 

He says again, of Universalists, p. 384, " Humanitarians 
as they are, they will talk of the divinity of the Saviour." 
The views of Universalists are before the world, on this and 
all pfomitient points of theology. When we " talk of the 
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divinity of the Saviour/* we do not mean his Deity, hut his 
divine commission and endowment, — "whom the Father 
hath sanctified and sent into the world." 

in. NATURE OF SALVATION. 

Mr. Smith perverts the views which are entertained hy 
Universahsts on this subject. He says of Universalism, p. 
150: — 

** If it does not preach against repentance, it removes all motive to 
h, by teaching that repentance is not needful for salvation. K men 
do not repent, they will not perish. So argue its advocates.'' 

How does Universalism " remove all motive " to repent- 
ance ? What is the scriptural motive to repentance ? Paul 
says, {Rom. 2 : 4,) that " the goodness of God leadeth thee 
to repentance." Do Universalists deny "the goodness of 
God ? " On .the contrary, they hold that his goodness is 
infinite, impartial, and unchanging. No preachers dwell so 
much upon the divine goodness as Universalists ; and conse- 
quently, none hold out so great inducemeuts to repentance. 
We do not preach an endless perdition for those who die 
impenitent, as the motive to repentance. Repentance, we 
consider to be, a godly sorrow for sin, and not merely a 
selfish fear of endless punishment. Hence we preach the 
goodness of God, and show the ingratitude of sin, to melt 
the sinner's heart in penitence. This makes the sinner sor- 
row for having abused the love of God ; while the fear of hell 
makes him sorrow, only in view of the evils it may bring 
upon himself. But the candid Orthodox reader will say, 
" We, too, preach the love of God as the principal motive to 
repentance. We do not rely solely upon the power of fear 
to convert the sinner." Then why charge Universalists with 
removing "all motive to repentance," while they remove 
only the fear of endless misery, the lesser motive, and still 
retain the principal motive, which is the love of God ? 

Fear is not a subduing, but only a restraining power. 
Universalists appeal, for restraint, to the fear of the present 
consequences of sm, — of " indignation and wrath, tribulation, 
and anguish upon every soul that doeth evil." These evils, 
we hold as inevitable. Our Orthodox brethren leave out 
these and appeal to the fear of endless punishment in the 
future life ; and this evil they represent as easily evaded by 
a death-bed or eleventh-hour repentance. It is an admitted 
principle in civil government, that the certainty of punish- 
ments is more to be regarded than their severity. This is 
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eqtially applicable in religion; and therefore Universalisra 
exerts more restraining influence than Orthodoxy.- 

The love of God, as all agree, is the only effectual motive 
to genuine repentance and salvation. This alone can make 
the sinner love God with all his heart. Universalists hold to 
the universal love of God, and call upon the universe to " love 
Him because He first loved us." They teach that " God 
is love." No other system embraces so much of the ele- 
ment of Divine Love, and consequently, no other system has 
so much of that all-subduing power that " leadeth to repent- 
ance." We beseech thee, candid reader, turn from that fear 
which " hath torment," to that " perfect love " that " casteth 
out fear." 

But our author says we teach, "that repentance is not 
needful for salvation. If men do not repent they will not 
perish." Not so. We hold to universal salvation, only 
through universal repentance, and universal faith. God 
" will have all men to be saved and to come unto the 
knowledge of the truth." (1 Tim. 2 : 4.) And Jesus prayed 
" that the world may believe," (John 17 : 21.) 

We do not teach that the impenitent " will not perish." 
We teach that to remain in sin and condemnation, is, spiritu- 
ally, to perish; that "to be carnally-minded is death," — 
present, inward, abiding death. The word perish, when 
applied to the soul, is thus used, and only in this sense, in 
Scripture. It is often used in the present tense. " The 
preaching of the cross is to them that perish, foolishness." 
(1 Cor. 1 : 18.) In this spiritual sense, we teach that all 
sinners perish. Jesus came to save sinners from this perish- 
ing state by saving them from sin ; " that whosoever believeth 
in him should not perish, but have eternal life." (John 3 : 15.) 

Sometimes the word peri^ is used in a literal sense, in 
Scripture, and applied to temporal death as a consequence 
of sin. Such is its meaning in Luke 13 : 3, 5, where Jesus 
speaks of *' the Galileans whose blood Pilate had mingled 
with their sacrifices," and of " those eighteen upon whom 
the tower in Siloara fell, and slew them," and adds, " except 
ye repent ye shall all likewise perish ;" alluding to their tem- 
poral destruction, in the approaching downfall of their city. 
We believe and teach that men often thus temporally perish 
in consequence of sin, — perish on the gallows and by dis- 
eases which vice engenders, as well as by the temporal judg- 
ments pf Heaven. 

What hits here been said, will apply equally to another 
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assertion of Mr. S., in his 3d book, p. 6 : << It is the hope of 
evii men, who live in sin and die in sin, and expect to be, 
saved, though they repent not. It blunts the edge of appeal 
everywhere." To promise happiness without repentance 
and holiness, would certainly " blunt the edge of appeal." 
It is the idea so often and injudiciously put forth in opposing 
XJniversalism, tbat sin brings no misery, but rather pleasure, 
in the present life, that so " blunts the edge of appeal " on 
the hearts of wicked men in Orthodox congregations. All 
there is to sharpen " the edge of appeal," with such, is the 
bare risk of dying suddenly and unregenerated. Universal- 
ism not only teaches that ^' the way of transgressors is hard," 
in the present life, but that future bliss is solely the fruit of 
holiness. It is this great idea of the connection, or rather 
the identity, of holiness and happiness, that will lead men to 
seek for holiness as they seek for happiness. This, more 
than all things else, will give efficacy to practical appeaL 
We read again, of Universalists, p. 186 : — 

*^ They tell us that we were in danger of nothing, and shall be 
saved from nothing. What, then, is the gospel to us ? It proposes 
no deliverajice, for there is no peril. It offers no atonement, for men 
never were exposed to Crod^s wrath. It presents no salvation, for 
men never have lost their title to heaven." 

Universalists teach that Christ came to save men, not from 
something they were in danger of, but from something they 
were already suffering. He " came to seek and to save that 
which WAS lost;" not that which was in danger of being 
lost. " Thou shalt call his name Jesus, for he shall save his 
people from their sins ;" not from the future punishment of 
their sins. This is the great evil, — Sin. This, Mr. Smith 
calls "nothing." This blindness to the magnitude of sin has 
been the cause of much trouble to him, and this is " the error 
of the mass," as he calls Universalism. 

He says, also, that Universalism " offers no atonement." 
We do not believe in the vicarious atonement of the Ortho- 
dox. Orthodoxy teaches that mankind were exposed to end- 
less misery; — that Christ suffered as a substitute for the 
ransomed, and in order to release them from their deserved 
punishment. This is the Orthodox atonement. Universal- 
ism teaches that men were estranged from God, their Father, 
who still loved them ; that Christ came and taught and lived 
and died to bring us back to God, reconcile us to him, and 
make us at 07ie with God ; the word atonement being a coia» 
Unation of at'one^TnerU. This is Universalis! atonement.' ' 
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On pp. 192-3, we find the following : — 

*' It is worthy of remark how eagerly and promptly all passages in 
which Christ is called the Saviour of the world, and the Saviour of 
all, are applied hy Universalists to the future state ; while all texts 
in which salvation is offered on conditions, or is limited to the obedi- 
ent, are at once discovered to refer only to this life. * He that be- 
lieveth shall be saved ;' * He that endureth to the end shall be saved ;' 
* Are there few that be saved?' * Believe on the Lord Jesus, and 
thou shalt be saved ;' * If the righteous scarcely be saved, where 
shall the ungodly and the sinner appear?' Offer these and kindred 
texts to a Universalist, and he informs you that all which is asserted 
in them is very true ; but they have no reference to a future life : 
they are fulfilled in this. And yet, with the same breath, he will 
urge you to believe that no one will be lost in the future world, be- 
cause Christ is called the Saviour of the world. But if salvation 
belongs to this life, Christ may be the Saviour of all men, and yet no 
one finally be saved. By what principle of interpretation do the Uni- 
versalists reach the conclusion, that the numerous texts which, posi- 
tively teach that many will not be saved, are limited to this life, while 
the few that they select to prove their faith, refer to the future ? The 
same word is used in either case. It has the same signification. If 
in the one case it is restricted to this world, it must be in the other. 
But if one refers to eternity, both have their fulfilment there." 

This is but shallow sophistry. All intelligent readers 
know that the word sate, and its derivatives, are often ap- 
plied to salvation from sin, in the present life. Thjs word is 
often used in the present tense. " To us who are saved," 
(1 Cor. 1 : 18.) '•*■ In them that are saved and in them that 
perish." (2 Cor. 2: 15.) Here both $aved and perish are 
used in the present tense, and evidently in application to the 
present life. 

The word saved is also sometimes used to signify preserva- 
tion from temporal calamities or death. Thus Peter speaks 
of those who *' waited in the days of Noah, while the ark was 
a preparing, wherein few, that is, eight souls, were saved by 
water." (1 Pet. 3 : 20.) So when Jesus was predicting the 
destruction of Jerusalem, in which the enemies of the gospel 
should be overthrown, he says " He that endureth to the end, 
the same shall be saved." The same event is referred to, 1 
Pet. 4 : 17, 18, " For the time is come that judgment must 
begin at the house of God ; and if it first begin at us, what 
shall the end be of them that obey not the gospel of God ? 
And if the righteous scarcely be saved, where shall the un- 
godly and the sinner appear ? " These texts, Mr. Smith says 
Universalists consider to *' have no reference to a future life : 
they are all fulfilled in this." Yes, and enlightened Or-' 
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thodox men agree with us in the interpretation of such pas- 
sages. Dr. Adam Clarke's commentary on the passage last 
quoted, is thus ; — 

" ^And if the righteous scarcely be saved. ^ If it shall be with ex- 
treme difficulty that the Christians shall escape from Jerusalem, when 
the Roman army shall come against it, with the full commission to 
destroy it, where shall the ungodly and the sinner appear ? Where 
shall the proud Pharisaic boaster in his own outside holiness, and the 
profligate transgressor of the laws of God, show themselves, as having 
escaped the Divine vengeance? The Christians, though with diffi- 
culty, did escape, every man; but not one of the Jews escaped, 
whether found in Jerusalem or elsewhere." 

The same commentator has the following on Matt. 24: 
13: — 

**He that shall eruture — the persecutions that shall come — unto the 
end; to the destruction of the Jewish polity; without growing cold 
or apostatizing — shall he saved,'^ &c. 

On the other side, there are evidently many passages in 
which the word save and its cognates, are applied to a gospel 
salvation — a salvation from sin. It is not difficult, except 
from the blinding force of creed and prejudice, to decide when 
these words are used in a spiritual, and when in a temporal, 
sense. We read that God is " the Saviour of all men, espe- 
cially of those that believe." It cannot mean that God is the 
Saviour of all men, in a temporal sense, as he saved the Chris- 
tians from the destruction of Jerusalem, for all men are not 
thus saved. Many men suffer temporal destruction, as the 
Sodomites. Neither can it refer to that special salvation which 
is experienced by the believer in the present life ; for thousands 
go down to the grave, spiritually unsaved. It must, there- 
fore, mean, that salvation from death and sin, which will be 
conferred on all men, through the resurrection, in which they 
shall be " like the angels of God in heaven." And yet Mr. 
Smith implies that save is used only in one sense. He says, 
*' If in the one case it is restricted to this world, it must be in 
the other. But if one refers to eternity, both have their 
fulfilment there." It is strange that so many Orthodox 
readers can be so easily deceived. That intelligent minds 
can be satisfied with this kind of argument, can be accounted 
for, only on the ground of prejudice, and the adoption in sec- 
tarian controversy, of the principle that " all is fair in poli- 
tics." Universalists have not yet adopted that abominable 
motto. They do not feel the necessity of adopting it. And 
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we are here reminded of what an. Orthodox minister once 
remarked conceniing Mr. Smith's writings. They were 
calculated, he said, to have a great effect upon common read' 
ers, in keeping them away from Universalism. 
Again, p. 194 : — 

'' On the theory of Universalism, what has Christ done to obtain 
the title of * Saviour?' From what does Jesus save the world? 
From wrath 1 No ; it assures us that men never were exposed to 
God's wrath. From sin? Not in this life are men saved from sin. 
It is one of the pillars of the system that men sin till the day of their 
death, and ^e fully punished for aU the sins they commit. Not in the 
next life does Christ save men from sin ; for the system announces 
that there can be no sin after the resurrection. From deserved pun- 
ishment ? Universalists say that that would be unjust ! From death ? 
By no means. All are spiritually dead ; and all must die a natural 
death ; and if Universalism be true, there can be no eternal death. 
From what, then, does Chnst save men ? From nothing ! Accord- 
ing to Universalism, what is salvation but a mockery and pretence?" 

It is not " one of the pillars " of Universalism " that men 
sin till the day of their death." We believe in being saved 
from the ascendency of carnal passion and the dominion of 
sin, in the present life. Some Universalists are perfection- 
ists. All believe that we may, by Christian culture, escape 
the dominion of sin ; that we may thus obey the exhortation 
of the apostle, Rom. 6 : 12, " Let not sin therefore reign in 
ydur mortal body, that ye shall obey it in the lusts thereof." 

Universalists do believe that Christ saves men " from 
death." Not that he prevents them dying a natural death ; 
but that he raises them from the dead. He is *^ the resur- 
rection and the life." Christ thus saves men from death and 
sin. He saves the practical believer from habitual sin in the 
present life ; and he saves all men from sinning in the future 
life, by giving them, in the resurrection, new and passion- 
less and spiritual constitutions. Is all this being saved from 
" nothing." 

He says again, third book, p. 26 : ^^ It talks of the death 
which Jesus tasted for all ; yet it affirms most boldly, that 
Christ does nothing for men which they cannot do for them- 
selves." No Universalist ever argued that man, without the 
aid of the grace of Christ, could, of himself, break the strong 
chain of sinful habit, and *' walk not after the flesh but after 
the spirit ;" nor that we can raise ourselves from the dead. 
These things Christ does for us. 

Again, our author says, p. 216, that Universalism denies, 
among other things, '' the free moral agency of mwn" Thia 
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'fcliarge comes With an ill grace from a Calvinist against Uni- 
versalists. We will give, in conclusion, an extract from an 
article by Rev. H. Ballou, 2d, whom Mr. Smith places at the 
head of our denomination. The article from which we quote, 
is found in the ' Expositor and Universalist Review,' vol. iv., 
p. 44, and is entitled " The New Testament Doctrine of Sal- 
vation:" — 

'' He knows little of our nature who imagines that faith and right- 
eousness can be communicated to the mind, without any agency on 
our part, just as water may be poured into a vessel or passive re- 
ceiver ; for faith and righteousness are themselves but e^tercises of the 
understanding and affections. They are the results of active thought 
and feeling. And in the same sense in which we can bring ourselves 
to think and feel aright, we can save ourselves, or effect our salva- 
tion ; for the cases are identical, so far as respects our present sub- 
ject. Accordingly, St. Paul says to his breUuren, * Work out your 
own salvation with fear and trembling.' So, too, salvation is aften 
spoken of as conditional, or, if the raider prefer another expression, 
as connected with certain prerequisites on the part of man." 

With these views of the nature of salvation suid the office 
of man's agency, we are quite sure that the majority of Uni- 
versalist ministers coincide. 

IV. REGENEKATION. 

It is Said of Universalists, p. 384, " Revilers of experimen- 
tal religion, they will talk about the new birth. And the 
XexTci^ faiths repentance and holiness^ they use without attach- 
ing any meaning to them." Universalists do not believe that 
superTiatural and instantaneous conversion is experienced at 
the present age. They believe, however, that the effect of the 
gospel upon the heart, is to subdue and mortify its evil pas- 
sions, develop its good affections, and thus transform the life. 
This they believe to be what is meant, in Scripture, by regen^ 
eration. They do not deny that the sinner, in some cases, 
may be suddenly wrought upon, by some powerful appeal, and 
so influenced as to commence a new and better course of life. 
But regeneration, they hold to be progressive. They are, in 
no sense, as Mr. S. asserts, " revilers of experimental reli- 
gion ;" but they have little veneration for that spurious hot- 
bed piety that springs from morbid and fitful excitements, 
which consist in feeling only, without any foundation in set- 
tled principle, or any power to mould the life. They some- 
times speak of this species of religion in terms of condemna- 
tion. But in this they are not alone. The more experienced 
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,and judicious of limitarians are as little in favor of this kind 
of conversion, as Universalists. In testimony to the truth of 
this, we give the following from Rev. Baron Stow, a distin- 
guished Baptist clergyman of Boston, who has had all neces* 
sary experience in the matter of revivals: — 

*' Hot-House Disciples. Such Christians demand reading that 
is racy ani stimulating ; the Bible, not high-spiced enough for their 
taste, is neglected for the more flavorous periodical. Pireaching is 
dull. They know enough already, and wish not to be taught, but 
excited. Their benevolence is too dependent on excitement, produc- 
ing fruit only under the intense heat of a crowded meeting and elec- 
trifying speeches. One consequence of this state of things is, that 
the spirit and action of the ministry are vitiated. The temptation is 
strong to cater for this corrupt taste. Ministers, instead of feeding 
their people with knowledge and understanding, are too much dis- 
posed to furnish the desired stimulus. The bread of hfe is converted 
into something that intoxicates, rather than nourishes. Churches, 
after a season of excitement, uniformly sink into a condition of lan- 
guor and debility, as disgraceful as it is uncomfortable. The result 
of all this, connected with the exciting tendency just described, is 
that the piety of the age has very little stamina. It is of hot-house 
growth, and could endure no rough usage. Our brethren, instead 
of cultivating holiness, and pressing steadily toward the mark for the 
prize, become restless and variable. Instead of being stead^sust and 
immovable, they are distracted and hurried from one new scheme to 
another. The spirit of hatred is too prevalent in the Christian reuiks. 
Brethren give each other hard names, so that prejudices are excited. 
Trifling diiFerences of sentiment arc exaggerated, and made the oc- 
casion of strife and discord. Brethren get their feelings heated by 
collision ; the passions are excited ; contention becomes personal and 
bitter, and all this while the cause of Jesus lies mangled and bleed- 
ing. Ministers are too much engrossed in managing the machinery 
of enterprises, to the neglect of their closets, their Bibles, and the 
souls of their people. Private Christians are getting deeply interest- 
ed in the details of benevolent operations, without cultivating^ the 
needful holiness to sustain and sanctifv their activities. The Bible 
is too much laid aside, even on the Sabbath, for the religious news- 
paper, and the letters and journals of missionaries.'' — See * Christian 
Witness.^ 

The kind of conversion here described, Universalists hold 
in much the same estimation as it is held by Mr. Stow ; and 
they are accustomed to speak of it in similar terms of disap- 
probation. But they solemnly believe in that kind of regen- 
eration or experimental religion, which leads men to good 
morals, as well as prayers and ordinances, — "to visit the 
fatherless and widows in their affliction," and to keep them- 
selves " unspotted from the world." They are the fast friends 
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religion. 

The Tiews of Uaiversalists on this point, are well expressed 
* in the following extracts. The first is from the " Compend 

of Christian Divinity," a recent work by Rev. S. Cobb, pp. 

422-423;-- 

** Now the Christian new birth is comprised in the very things 
which are stated above, — studying^ understanding, believing , feeU 
ing and practising^ the true principles of the gospel. St. reter so 
describes it in the case which we have quoted from him : — * Seeing 
ye have purified your souls, in obeying the troth through the spirit, 
— see that ye love one another with a pure heart fervently ; — being 
born again, — by the word of God/ Thus is the new birth defined 
as being produced by the mfluence of the word of God, which is 
preached by the gospel ; and as being enjoyed and manifested by 
obedience of the same word of truth." 

" Though the words referred to [John 3 : 3] were spoken by our 
Lord for a particular application to the Jews of that age, yet a simi- 
lar change to what is meant by these words, is necessary for all men 
of all ages, to be experienced in a greater or less degree, according 
to previous character and circumstances. No one is naturally bom 
in possession of the light of divine truth, nor does he by his physical 
growth come into possession of it. Though he may gradually come 
into the knowledge and enjoyment of it from childhood, being trained 
up in the nurture and admonition of the Lord, yet the same change 
in substance is experienced, for his enjoying the religion of the gos- 
pel. He does not have to be changed from so much actual error 
and corruption, as were the Jews who were converted to Christianity 
in the Saviour's time. But he is and must be changed from igno- 
rance, from a state of destitution in regard to these things, into the 
knowledge and practice and enjoyment of them. He has been bom 
into the world a living soul ; but he must be bom again, intellectu- 
ally and morally. The mind must, by cultivation, be made a fruit- 
ful field, or it will be overgrown with thorns and become a waste 
wilderness." 

To this, we add the following extract from an article on the 
" Nature of Conversion," by Rev. S. Streeler, found in the 
* Expositor and Universalist Review,' vol. ii., pp. 72-73: — 

" All the essential principles in the moral constitution of man were 
conferred upon him by his Maker, and no power can change that 
nature, or substitute others in their stead. It is not the province of 
conversion to confer principles and affections, but to quicken and give 
a proper direction to those already possessed. It turns the mind 
from the vanities and trifles of the world, to the great doctrines and 
duties and hopes of religion. It draws oflTthe affections of the heart 
from forbidden and criminal objects, and places them upon God and 
hoHjniess and heaven. With respect to his own consciousness, thore- 
/ojv, the convert to real Christianity is ^a new creature.' He has 
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tl'ew views, new feelings, new desires, new hopes ; he Mtet a new 
life, and finds himself in a new and very happy state of mind and of 
heart. But in this revolution there has be^n no communication of 
new powers, physical, intellectual or moral. The sinner had the 
same substantial properties and affections before his conversion, aa 
after ; but, by this change, they have been powerfiilly wrought upon, 
and directed to new and proper objects. The light and peace en- 
joyed, are the legitimate fruits of the religion embraced ; not of the 
particular process by which the sinner is brought into the faith and 
profession of it. It is the exclusive province of * the trutli as it is 
in Jesus ' to enlighten and sanctify the soul ; not of any essentially 

renovating power, or tendency, in the mere act of conversion 

Christianity, in its very nature, in its distinguishing spirit, in all its 
essential principles and disclosures, is invested with the power of 
sanctifieation, of enlightening the understanding and purifying the 
heart ; and conversion is simply the act by which the sinner is brought 
under its dominion. It does not perfect the convert in Christian 
knowledge or holiness ; but places him in a condition to be perfected 
in the school of Christ, where he may * grow in grace, and in the 
knowledge of the Son of God, until he comes to a perfect man, unto 
the measure of the stature of the fulness of Christ.* " 

V. IMMORTALITY OF THE SOUL. 

We have already remarked that Mr. Balfour, in his Essays, 
takes the ground that man is not naturally immortal; but 
that God will give him immortality through Christ, in the res- 
urrection. We have also stated that Balfour's views, upon 
this subject, are by no means prevalent among TJniversalisis. 
But Mr. Smith repeatedly represents this to be the settled, 
doctrine of the denomination. He says, p. 59: — 

** When I began my public life, the views of Mr. Balfour were 

generally received by the sect to which I belonged The 

immortality of the soul was a thing that existed only in the imagina- 
tion." 

Again, he says of ITniversalism, p. 216 : — "It also teaches 
that the soul of man is not immortal." And again, p. 238 : — 
"The immortality of the soul was set. down as a relic of 
heathenism." 

All these are rank misrepresentations of the denomination 
of Universal ists. Few of its ministers hold with Mr. Balfour. 
Most of the prominent members of the Universalist ministry, 
reject the hypothesis of Mr. B. 

But Mr. S. has not only misrepresented the Universalist 
denomination, by imputing to them, as a body, the views of 
Mr. Balfour ; he has also, we fear, aimed to misrepresent the 
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views that Mr. Balfour entertains. He says of Mr. Balfour, 
3d book, p. 22 : — 

*^ Not only did Mr. B. assert that the immortal soul could not be 
lost, but that there was no such thing ; no man was immortal : 
death was the end of men, unless God should recreate our race ; and 
in such a new creation, which he calls the resurrection, no remem- 
brance of this life will be retained." 

He here makes Mr. B. to assert that " death was the end 
of men, urdess God should recreate our race." This word 
« unless,^^ would seem to imply that Mr. B. was in dcmbt, or 
thought it uncertain whether man would live beyond the 
grave. Nothing could be further from the truth. No man is 
more firm in the hope of immortality for all mankind, than Mr. 
Balfour, though he hopes for immortality through Christ and 
the resurrection, and not from any innate principle of his pres- 
ent organization. 

We think v/e speak prudently and quite within bounds, 
when we say that more than nine tenths of the Universalist 
denomination believe in the innate immortality of the soul ; 
and the remainder believe, with Mr. Balfour, that man will 
be made immortal in the resurrection. Most of us differ from 
Mr. Balfour: and one prominent argument urged by his min- 
istering brethren, against his theory of unconsciousness in the 
intermediate state, is the personal identity ascribed to Moses 
and Elias in the account of the transfiguration. 

But perhaps it will be answered that the Universalists, as a 
denomination, have not ofHcially and publicly condemned the 
views of Mr. Balfour, on this point, neither have they disfel- 
lowshipped him as a minister. True, nor have they any 
desire to do so. Neither are we aware that the Presbyterian 
denomination have taken any such steps with Prof. Bush, in 
regard to his denial of a future general judgment, nor with 
Prof, Stuart, in regard to his Universalian interpretation of 
the prophecies of Christ's second coming. So long as Mr. 
Balfour holds the divinity of Christ's mission, and the eventual 
immortality of mankind, through Christ, he will not be 
deemed by Universalists, a subject of discipline for heresy. 

It is well known that Rev. Robert Hall, an eminent Bap- 
tist clergyman of England, held views similar to those of Mr. 
Balfour, in regard to immortality i He believed that the soul 
or spirit is material, dies with the body, and is revived in 
the resurrection. This appears in his published writings. 
Whether he avowed it while living, we do not learn. But 
whether he did or not, he was never deemed a heretic by the 
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We presame that the views of Mr. Hall prevail as 
extensively among the English Baptists, as those of Mr. Bal- 
four, with the American TJniversalists. It would be as much 
in candor, then, to accuse the Baptist denomination of deny- 
ing the immortality of the soul, as the denomination of Ujii- 
versalists. 

VI. THE EXISTENCE OF ANGELS. 

Mr. S. represents the Universalist denomination as deny- 
ing, like the Sadducees, the existence of angels, as well as the 
immortality of the soul. He has not quoted a single sentence 
from Universalist writings to sustain this charge, nor could he 
do so. In speaking of Universalism, he says, p. 238 : — 

'* The existehce of angels was denied, those passages which apeak 
of angels i)eing resided as figures of speech, intended to represent 
messengers or ministers who preach the gospel." 

And again, 3d book, p. 17 : — 

*' Angels were said to be only men who were eommiHsianed to 
preach." 

TJniversalists have the same views in relation to holy angels, 
with intelligent theologians of other sects. They know that 
the original angelos, rendered afigel, signifies, literally, a mes' 
senger. They are also aware, and so is Mr. S., that this term 
is applied to men, to ministers, or those who are commissioned 
with authority. Such, as all enlightened persons will agree, 
is the meaning of the word as used in Revelation, 2: 1, 8, 12, 
18, where John is directed to write unto the angel of the 
church of Ephesus, of Smyrna, of Pergamos, and of Thyatira. 
The ministers of these churches are here most evidently in- 
tended. 

TJniversalists, like their Orthodox brethren, also believe that 
the term rendered angel, sometimes signifies a celestial spirit, 
employed as a messenger. This they understand to be its 
import in the account given in Luke 2: 9-14, of the annun- 
ciation of the Saviour's advent. The song of the angel, on 
this memorable occasion, is a favorite theme with TJniversal- 
ists ; and many a Christmas eve has witnessed its elucidation 
in the illuminated and ever-green shaded temples of their 
worship. 

If there were no other circumstance, this calumny of Mr. 
Smith's, that we deny the existence of angels, would oe abun- 
dantly refuted in the fact that TJniversalists so often quote, in 
vindication of their doctrine, the words of Jesus to the Sad- 
ducees, ~-< that *' in the resurrection they neither marry nor 
are given in marriage, but are as the angels of God in 
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hearen." Mr. Smith himself, has often urged this passage 
in proof of Universalism. And when he says that Univer- 
sal] sts deny the existence of ange]s» he speaks against the 
light. 

^Universalists, however, do not believe in the existence of 
wicked spirits or fallen angels. And where the term a7igel 
is applied in an evil sense, they understand it to refer to evil 
men. 

They know that Jesus applied the term Satan, to Peter, 
Matt. 16 : 23: *' Get thee behind me, Satan;" and Paul, to the 
opposing Jews, 1 Thess. 2 : 18 : " Wherefore we would have 
come unto you, even I Paul, once and again ; but Satan hin- 
dered us." So we understand the word devil to be applied, 
Rev. 2 : 10 : *^ Behold the detU shall cast some of you into 
prison." In the same light "they understand th^ Saviour 
when he speaks of " the devil and his angels ;" meaning the 
Jewish power and its minions. 

yn. INTEKPKETATION AND APPLICATION OP SCKIPTUEE. 

We read, on p. 152 : — 

'^ It is a fact, which any one so disposed may ascertain, that a large 
. part of the proof-texts cited in favor of Universalism is found in the 
Old Testament ; and yet, when pressed with the threatenings of tlie 
Old Testament, and called upon to explain texts like the following, 
* The wicked shall be turned into hell,' * Many of them that sleep m 
the dust of the earth shall awake, some to everlasting life, and some 
to shatine and everlasting contempt,' (Ban. xii.,2,) Univcrsalists tell 
us that such texts cannot refer to the future state, because the Old 
Testament does not reveal a fviure existence ; and that its promises 
and threatenings are hmited to this life. How, then, can universal 
salvation be taught in a book which has no reference to the future ? 
If all the threatenings contained in it are bounded by time, so are all 
the promises. This answer is alone sufficient to sweep away the 
whole argument derived from the Old Testament." 

That the Old Testament holds out no punishment in the 
future world, not only Universalists,but eminent theologians 
of different faith, allow. Dr. John Jahn, a learned German 
theologian, fonnerly Professor of Oriental Languages in the 
University at Vienna, has written a work on " Biblical Ar- 
chceology," which has been translated by Thomas C. Upham, 
Professor of Moral and Intellectual Philosophy, and of the 
Hebrew Language, in Bowdoin College. From this work, 
section 314, we extract the following : — 

" We have not authority, therefore, decidedly to say, that any 
ad^er motives were held out to the ancient Hebrews to puisne the 
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good and to S7oid the evil, than th^Mo, which were dented from tiie 
rewards and punishments of this life. That these were the motivesy 
which were presented to their minds in order to influence them to a 
right course of conduct, is expressly asserted in Isaiah 26 : 9, 10, and 
may he learned also from the imprecations, which are met with, in 
many parts of the Old Testament." 

As to the passage in Dan. 12, we refer it to the calamities 
spoken of by Jesus, in Matt. 24. And the correctness of 
this application of Dan. 12, is confirmed by the fact that Jesus 
quotes from Dan. 12: 11, in Matt. 24: 15. "When there- 
fore ye shall see the abomination of desolation, spoken of by 
the prophet Daniel, stand in the holy place," &c. This shows 
that the prophet in Dan. 12, and the Saviour in Matt. 24, 
were speaking of the same events. And it is evident that 
these events all pertained to the present world, from Matt. 
24 : 34. ** Verily I say unto you, this generation shall not 
pass till ALL THESE THINGS be fulfilled." 

That the passage, Psalms 9 : 17, " The wicked shall be 
turned into hell and all the nations that forget God," refers 
to temporal calamities and not to misery in eternity, is evi- 
dent, not only from the fact that the ancient Hebrews had no 
revelation of future punishment, as proved by Dr. Jahn, but 
also from Psalms 116: 3, where the Psalmist says, "The 
pains of hell gat hold upon me ; I found trouble and sor- 
row ;" and also from Psalms 86 : 13, " Thou hast delivered 
my soul from the lowest hell." 

So much in reference to the threatenings of the Old Tes- 
tament. Now for its promises. Mr. S. says Universalists 
argue " that its promises and threatenings are limited to this 
life." Not so. We conceive that the Old Testament re- 
vealed no future life to the Hebrews, and still that it contains 
promises of universal salvation. And we think we shall 
satisfy the candid reader that this involves no inconsistency. 
All agree that the Old Testament foretells the coming of the 
Saviour. We contend that it also foretells his universal 
triumph over sin. This is promised in Gen, 3 : 15. " I 
will put enmity between thee and the woman, and between 
thy seed and her seed ; it shall bruise thy head, and thou 
shalt bruise his heel." Mr. Smith allows, (p. 153,) that in 
this passage " Moses announces the destruction of the ser- 
pent," but still contends " that the text has no reference to 
universal salvation." "jThat old serpent, the devil," is to be 
overthrown, crushed, annihilated. Then sin will be de- 
stroyed. Who will torment mankind in the future world, 
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ajocordrng* to the Orthodox riew, after the deviPs head is 
crushed and he destroyed ? Will God create a new devil, 
or will another angel sin and fall ? The destruction of sin, 
and universal salvation^ are the same. We do not argue 
that the ancient Hebrews understood this promise in the 
Christian light. They, perhaps, understood it to refer to a 
period when sin should cease only upon the earth. But 
now that life and immortality are revealed through Christ, 
we can trust in the promise of a sinless future. 

The same argument will apply to other Old Testament 
promises, in regard to the extent of Jesus' mission. Thus 
we apply Gen- 22 : 18. "In thy seed shall all the nations 
of the earth be blessed." Mr. Smith says, of this passage, 
(p. 153) : — 

** Should we adopt the limitation which in Matt. xxv. 32, Univeiv 
salists apply to ' all nations y"* it would be very difficult for them to 
prove that ' all nations ' in this place means all men,^* 

Bui here our author conceals and shuns an unanswerable 
aj^ument of Universalists, and one which he has used in 
defence of Universalism, a hundred times. It is this. The 
promise here quoted was made by God to Abraham. This 
promise was first made, Gen. 12 : 3, and the language there 
is, " In thee shall all families of the earth be blessed." The 
same language is repeated to Jacob, Gen. 28: 14. And 
Peter, in quoting this promise made to these patriarchs, Acts 
3 : 25, uses the language, " And in thy seed shall all the 
KINDREDS of the earth be blessed." Peter was inspired, and 
must have known the meaning of this promise. Thus not 
only aU nations, but all families and kindreds of the earth 
are to be blessed in the seed of Abraham. This seed is 
Christ, (Gal. 3: 16.) "And to thy seed, which is Christ." 
And even should we admit what Mr. Smith has argued, that 
the phrase " aU nations " does not mean all men, yet we see 
not how it can be denied that aU nations , families and kin* 
dreds, must include all men. Then this promise proves uni- 
versal blessing, or universal salvation. We cannot conceive 
of any portion of our race who belong to no nation, no family, 
and never had any kindred. Svlt author was well acquainted 
with this argument of Universalists. Why did he not antici- 
pate and meet it ? Because he could not meet it. He did 
not write for Universalists. He knows that his arguments 
are old and exploded; but he also knew that they might 
answer to create and perpetuate prejudicje among the Ortho* 
dox; and this is their design. 
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In' his third book, p. 21, our author says, of the parable of 
t^' Sheep and Goats : — 

^* At this crisis Mr. Balfour came to the rescue ; he discoveTed a 
valley on the south side of Jerusalem, to which this and all kindred 
passages referred. In this valley of Hinnom, all, or nearly all the 
threatenings of the Bible had their fulfilment, nearly eighteen hun- 
dred years ago, when the Romans sadted Jerusalem. '' 

This is an entire misrepresentation. Nowhere in Mr. 
Balfour's writings does he refer this parable to the valley of 
Hinnom. That other passages refer to the burning valley of 
Hinnom, not only Universalists, but eminent Orthodox com- 
mentators allow. See Dr. A. Clarke's commentary on 
Matt. 5 : 22. He says : — 

** ^ Shall be in danger of hell fire.'' Our Lord here alludes to the 
valley of the son of Hinnom. This place was near Jerusalem, and 
had formerly been used for those abominable sacrifices in which the 
idolatrous Jews had caused their chikhen to pass through the fire to 
Moloch. ... It is very probable that our Lord means no more 
here than this : If a man charge another with apostasy from the Jew- 
ish religion, or rebellion against God, and cannot prove his charge, 
then he is exposed to that punishment (burning alive) which the 
other must have suffered, if the charge had been substantiated." 

So says Dr. Clarke. Would space allow, we could give 
the testimony of Parkhurst, Wynne, Wakefield, Macknight 
and other commentators, agreeing with Universalists in re- 
ferring this and similar passages, to the burning valley of 
Hinnom. 

In the same book and on the same page, we read : — 

'^ When Paul informs the Gentile Thessalonians that ' the Lord 
Jesus will take vengeance upon all those who know not God, and 
obey not the gospel,' * in the day when he shall be revealed from 
heaven with his mighty angels in flaming fire;' Mr. B. says this 
threatening, addressed to the Gentiles, was fhliiUed in the destruc- 
tion of the Jews." 

This sophistry is too transparent to deceive any but the 
blind. True, Paul's Epistles to the Thessalonians were ad- 
dressed to Gentile Christians. But were these threatenings 
addressed to Christians? Mr. Smith knows better. Paul 
wrote to Christians concerning certain jud|^ents that were 
ixi be visited upon unbelieving Jews. The leading Jews 
ihrwighout the Roman cities, were those who persecuted 
£lhri9tians and troubled the Thessalonians. There was a 
Jewish ;synagogue at Theasalonica. See Acts 17 : 1-13, 
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and 1 Thess. ^ : 14. In this last Scripture, the Thessaloni- 

ans are represented as having suffered " of the JewsJ'^ Whea 
Jerusalem fell, the influence of Judaism and the power of 
the Jews to persecute, were palsied, throughout the world, 
just as the overthrow of Rome and the power of the pope, 
would weaken the Catholic influence, even in America. 
We read, third book, p. 43, of Universalism : — 

'* It does not appear upon the face oi any part of the Bible. Take 
any part, print it in the form of a tract, and it would not convert a 
single sou! to Umversalism.'* 

is this so ? Suppose you ask a man his religious views, 
and he answers, ** I * trust in the living God who is the Sa- 
viour of all men, specially of those that believe,* — I believe 
that God * will have all men to be saved and to come unto 
the knowledge of the truth;' — I believe that Jesus 'tasted 
death for every man j' and that he will perform the promises 
he has made, when he says, ' And I, if I be lifted up from 
the earth, will draw all men unto me ;' — ' All that the Father 
hath given me shall come unto me, and he that cometh unto 
me I will in no wise cast out :' " — what would you conclude 
were his religious sentiments ? Would you not say, at once, 
that he was a Universalist ? We have heard of a man who 
was a member of an Orthodox church and was brought to 
trial for having embraced Universalism. Certain questions 
were put to him in writing, by a commitee of the church. 
He answered them in writing, using nothing but the language 
of Scripture ; and they excommunicated him for having em- 
braced " the false and unscriptural doctrine of universal sal- 
vation." 

Many persons have embraced and rejoiced in the doctrine 
of universal salvation, from reading the Bible only, and be- 
fore they had ever read any other book or heard a sermon on 
the subject, or conversed with any person who believed the 
doctrine. The writer of this has known several instances of 
the kind. Thomas Potter, the patron of Murray, did not 
know that there was a Universalist in the world, besides 
himself, till Murray came to him ; although he had a presen- 
timent that God would send him a preacher of that faith, and 
he prepared a meeting-house for his reception. 

VIII. MISCELLANEOUS MISREPRESENTATIONS. 

It is said, on p. 71, that '^ Universalism denies not only one 
doctrine, but every doctrine which has been peculiar to the 
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Chrisftian clmrch, since the ascension of its Founder.** Is 
not this rather an exaggeration ? All Universalists hold the 
following doctrines in common with all Christians : — 1. The 
existence of a God. 2. The reality of a future life. 3. The 
inspiration of the Scriptures. 4. The dirinity of Christ's 
mission. 5. The necessity of perfect holiness in order to 
perfect happiness. 

The following doctrines, which are common to limitarian 
denominations, most Universalists reject : 1. The doctrine 
of the Trinity. 2. Total depravity. 3. Endless misery. 4. 
Vicarious atonement. 5. Personality of the devil. All Uni- 
versalists, of course, reject the doctrine of endless punish- 
ment. Which are the more important, allowing all to he 
true, those doctrines of the limitarian church which Univer- 
salists reject, or those which they retain ? It is often said 
that " Universalists deny the great essentials of religion." 
If so, ** the great essentials of religion '' must be the doc- 
trines of the Trinity, vicarious atonement, total depravity, a 
personal devil, and an endless hell. And^if Universalists 
retain none of the essentials of religion, then the being of a 
God, a future life, the authenticity of Scripture, the divinity 
of Christ's mission, and the necessity of holiness, are non- 
essentials ! It is surprising to what extremes sectarian prej- 
udice will sometimes carry even professing Christians. 

He says again, pp. 178-9 : — 

" Moreover, the proofs adduced from the Bible in favor of Univer- 
salism, are so irrelevant, that Universalists would succeed far better 
without the Bible than with it. On this aoeount, most of the argu- 
ments urged in support of the system are drawn from sources inde- 
pendent of the Bible. To the consideration of these, I will now ask 
your attention." 

He then mentions mne difierent arguments used by Uni- 
versalists, which he implies " are drawn from sources inde- 
pendent of the Bible." We shall notice most of these, and 
endeavor to show that they are drawn from the Bible itself. 
We shall thus correct this misrepresentation, although we 
cannot pause to illustrate the arguments themselves. Many 
of his remarks on these arguments, we have noticed else- 
where, 

**I. Argument drawn from ths Character of God as a 
Father. God is said to be the Father of all men." (p. 179.) 

Is not this a Bible argument ? Mai. 2 : 10. '* Have we 
not all one Father? Hath not one God created us?" 
Luke 11:8, 13. ** When ye pray, say Our Fatkkb wh.ioh 



8fi2 RBvaw. 

art in heaven. ... If ye &en, being evil, know how to gm 
good gifts unto your children, how. much more shall your 
heavenly Father give the Holy Spirit to them that ask 
him ! " Acts 17 : 28. " For we are also His offspring." 
" n. Mercy of God." (p. 181.) 

Mr. Smith very inconsistently allows that this is a scrip- 
tural argument. He says, " Those declarations in the Bible 
which assert that God * is merciful,' that * his tender mercies 
are over all his works,* and that * his mercy endureth for- 
ever,' are cited as proofs that Universalism is true." This 
he states, after saying that these arguments "are drawn 
from sources independent of the Bible." All we need add 
here, is, that the passage last cited, " his mercy endureth 
forever," occurs no less than twenty-six times in the ld6th 
Fsalm. 

in. "Nature of the Gospel. The UniveTsalists argue thus: 

'* The gospel is good tidings to all men, to every creature. If it is 

good tidings, it cannot announce endless misery ; for that would be 

good tidings to no one. Hence endless misery cannot be true.' " (p. 

185.) 

And this is drawn also from the Bible. Listen to the song 
of Messiah's angel-herald, Luke 2: 10: "Fear not, for be- 
hold, I bring you good tidings of great joy, which shall be to 
aU people." Titus 2: 11: "For the grace of God which 
foringeth salvation hath appeared to all men." The marginal 
reading of this passage in the Polyglott Bible and all good 
reference Bibles, b, ^' The grace of God which bringeth sal- 
vation to all men hath appeared." Dr. Clarke decides that is 
the correct translation. This is evident from the sense; 
because " the grace of God which bringeth salvation " had 
not then " appeared to all men," i. e., when the apostle wrote 
the passage. Thousands, at that time, had not heard the 
gospel. The very word gospel, literally signifies good news. 

"IV. Nature of Punishment. Universalists argue that men 

are punished for their own good ; and that punishment ceases to be 

just when it secures not the good of the persons punished. As men 

are never punished but for their own benefit, it is thence argued that 

• punishment cannot be endless." (p. 189.) 

This, too, is Scripture. Heb. 12 : 6, 9, 10, 11. " For whom 
the Lord loveth he chasteneth, and scourge th every son whom 
he receiveth. . . . Furthermore, we have had fathers of our 
flesh, which corrected us, and we gave them reverence : shall 
we not much rather be in subjection unto the Father of 
SpmtSf 9nd live ? For th^y verily for a few ^ya (jiasteaad 
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QB after iheir own pleasure ; but h6 for our profit, that we 
might be partakers of his holiness. Now no chastening for 
the present seemeth to be joyous, but grievous : nevertheless, 
afterward it yieldeth the peaceable fruit of righteousness unto 
them which are exercised thereby. '* 

" V. Th« work of Christ as a Saviour. He is called * the 
Saviour of all men,' ' the Saviour of the world,' aod by his death is 
said to have given ' himself a ransom fer all.' This is presented as 
a proof of Universalism." (p* 193.) 

Mr. Smith here admits, with his usual inconsistency, that 
this argument is scriptural, by quoting from the Scriptures, 
the very language on which the argument is founded. And 
yet this is another of the arguments which, he says, " are 
drawn from sources independent of the Bible." 

"VI. The Impartial Goodness or God." (p. I9Cr.) 

This is another of those arguments which our author says 
" are drawn from sources independent of the Bible." Let us 
see if the Bible does not teach the impartial goodness of the 
Deity. Psalms 145 : 9, 15, 16. — " The Lord is good unto 
all, and his tender mercies are over all his works. . . . The 
eyes of all wait upon thee ; and thou givest them their meat 
in due season. Thou openest thine hand and satisfiest the 
desire of every living thing." Matt. 5: 44, 45. — "Love 
your enemies, bless them that curse you, do good to them 
that hate you, and pray for them which despite fully use you 
and persecute you ; that ye may be the children of your 
Father which is in heaven : for he maketh his sun to rise on 
the evil and on the good, and sendeth rain on the just and on 
the unjust." And again, it is said, James 3: 17, that the 
wisdom that is from above, is " without partiality and with- 
out hypocrisy." 

Mr. Smith meets the argument for Universalism, drawn 
from God's impartiality, by saying that notwithstanding this 
impartiality, God does not make all men happy here ; and 
therefore he may continue impartial, and still some men may 
continue miserable, to all eternity. This argument is not 
original. He borrowed it from Rev. Luther Lee. To this 
argument it may be replied, that God gives to all, the free- 
dom to choose nappiness by being virtuous, in the present 
life. Then he must, at least, if he continues impartial, con- 
tinue to man this moral agency in the future life. And if 
man retains his moral freedom in the future world, having 
tasted enough of the bitterness of sin, and being no longer 
influMiced to sin by bodily passions, which wiU have been 

30* 



d84 

buri^ed in tke grare, he ^tdU *<«emetiiber <and tcuii to 4lie 
Lord," as the Psalmist says all nations shall. '^ Every 
creature which is in heaven and on the earth» and under the 
earth, and such as are in the sea, and all that are inthenr," 
shall be heard ^* saying, Blessing and honor and glory and 
power be unto him that sitteth upon the throne and unto the 
lamb forever and ever." 

Mankind are not all happy here. Misery is here permit- 
ted as a means and not as an end. If it were to continue 
endlessly^ then it would become an end, and this would be 
inconsistent with God's impartiality. But the consummation 
of God's providences will develop the end. " Then cometh 
the END, when he shall have delivered up the kingdom to 
God, even the Father, when he shall have put down all rule 
and all authority and power. For he must reign, till he hath 
put all enemies under his feet. The last enemy that shall be 
destroyed is death." 

'^ yil. Argument from the Omnipotence of God." (p. 109.) 

This argument is also drawn from the Bible. Daniel 
4: 35. — "He doeth according to his will in the army of 
heaven, and among the inhabitants of the earth, and none 
can stay his hand." And Jehovah says again, Isa. 46: 10, 
" My counsel shall stand and I will do all my pleasure." 

Thus we see that seven of these nine arguments which 
our author says " are drawn from sources independent of the 
Bible," are drawn from the very language of revelation. 

Again, we read, third book, p. 13 : — 

** The system of Murray was similar to Relley's ; embracing the 
divinity of Christ, the vicarious atonement of the Saviour, salvation 
from endless woe, and a denial of all punishment for sin,^^ 

This is a most bold and gross misrepresentation. It is 
well known that Mr. Murray believed in punishment for sin, 
in the future world. Mr. Smith says, p. 236, " Until the 
year 1818, the sect generally admitted the doctrine of future 
punishment." And he further says, p. 216, " If Mr. Murray 
were now alive, he would have no more sympathy with Uni- 
versalism than with atheism," because, as he contends, Uni- 
versalists do not now believe in future punishment. And 
yet he strangely argues that Mr. Murray denied " all punish- 
ment for sin." 

IX. MODERNNESS OF UNIYERSALISM. 

Our audior described Universalism as entirely a modem 
innovation. Universaluls beliave their doctrine as .«ld as 
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Ibe Bible; that it existed in the Divine mind before the 
creation ; but that it was not fully developed, as matter of 
revelation, till the advent of the Saviour. They admit, too, 
that it was early lost, to the mass of minds, amid the dross 
of pagan interpretation and papal corruption. Still they 
contend that God hath " left not himself without a witness " 
that he is " the Saviour of all men;" but that in all ages of 
the church, he has "reserved unto himself" those who still 
enshrined this truth within their hearts. 
Mr. Smith says, pp. 77-8 : — 

** I am not iciiorant of the faxrt that Universalists attempt to show 
that Origan, Clemens Alexandrinus, and some of the early Fathers, 
believed in tJniversalism . But, UniversaUsts themselves being judges, 
they have no claim upon these men. 

** Mr. H. Ballou, 2d, in his ' Ancient History of Universalism,' 
cites Origen as a Universalist. But his own testimony proves that 
Origen did not believe in the salvation of all men. He held that all 
souls that have lived, or ever will live, were created at one time, and 
were all equal ; that all will be ransomed from hell, and stand as at 
the beginning. But while the damned will be restored, others will 
fall from purity, and take their place ; and as the once lost ascend to 
heaven, the once blest descend to hell ; and those restored can again 
fall, and be lost. Thus the soul would alternately experience the 
joy of heaven and the woe of hell. Origen believed that hell would 
always be full, and its fires neVer cease to burn. Such was his TJni- 
versalism, amounting only to the doctrine of the migration of souls, 
from a place of pain to a place of bliss, and back again. (Anc, Hist. 
Univ, pp. 95, 99, 114, 156.)" 

What Mr. Smith has gathered from the work to which he 
refers, *' The Ancient History of Universalism," by Rev. H. 
Ballou, 2d, is doubtless all the information he possesses upon 
this subject; and even this he perverts. His remarks, just 
quoted, are highly deceptive. He wa^well aware that his 
Orthodox readers would not have the work by them, and he 
therefore names the book and pages, for a show of accuracy. 
But on one of the very pages to which he refers, is a plump 
contradiction of all he has said. He denies that Origen be- 
lieved in Universal salvation, even according to the account 
given by Mr. Ballou. And yet in that work, p. 99, the views 
of Origen are thus defined : " At last, however, the whole 
intelligent creation should be purified, and God become all 
in all." What could be plainer Universalism than this ? 

Mr. Smith also gives, in reference, p. 114, of this History. 
On that page we find the following quotation from the wri- 
tings of Origen : — 

*' What relates, however, to the entire abolishment of sin and the 
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reformation of every soul, may be obcpcurely traced in man^ of the 
prophecies } for there we disooyer that the name of God is to be 
invoked by all, so that all shall serve him with one consent ; that the 
reproach of contumely is to be taken away, that there is to be no 
more sin, nor vain words, nor treacherous tongue. This may not, 
indeed, take place with mankind in the present life, but be accom- 
plished alter Uiey shall have been liberated from the body." 

Our author continues, p. 78: — 

'^ Clemens Alexandrinus was no more a Universalist than was 
Origen. He believed that to some the future life would be one of 
probation. He taught that all who died without a knowledge of 
Christ, would have space for repentance ; implying that others would 
not. That he believed that all those would repent who have space 
for repentance, he does not assert. (Anc. Hist. Univ. pp. 71, 72.)" 

This is also deceptive. Why does he not quote the lan- 
guage of the excellent History to which he refers, instead of 
misrepresenting it? He cites pp. 71, 72» On those pages is 
quoted the following language of Clemens Alexandrinus r — 

" There are many evil affections which are to be cured only by 
suffering. Punishment is, in its operation, like medicine : it dissolves 
the hard heart, purges away the filth of uncleanness, and reduces the 
swellings of pride and haughtiness ; thus restoring its subject to a 
sound and healthful state." Again, — 

** It is the ofEce of salutary justice, continually to exalt everything 
towards the best state of which it is capable And the neces- 
sary chastisements of the great judge, who regards all with benignity, 
make mankind grieve for their sins and imperfections, and advance 
them through the various states of discipline to perfection." 

And on p. 73, of the sama History, is the following from 
Clemens : — 

** Now the poets, as well as the Greek philosophers, toc^ their 
notions of the punishments after death, and the torments of fire, from 
the Hebrews. Does not Plato mention the rivers of fire, and that 
profound abyss which the Jews call Gehenna, [hell,] together with 
oilier places of punishment, where the characters of men are reformed 
by suffering.** 

And on p. 74, of the same History, we find the following 
from Clemens : — 

^^ How is he a Saviour and Lord, unless he is the Saviour and Lord 
of all ? He is certainly the Saviour of those who have believed ; and 
of those who have not believed, he is the Lord, until by being brought 
to confess him, they shall receive the proper and well adapted bless- 
ing for themselves." "The Lord," says he, "15 the vropitiaiion, 
not only for our sins, that is, of the fiaiithful, but also for the whole 
%ooridf (1 Jdm 3:2;) therefore he indeed savea all ; but converts 
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some by puBishments, and others by gaining their free will ; so that 
he has the high honor, that unto him every knee shall bow, of things 
in heaven, on earth, and under the earth; that is, angels, men and 
the souls of those who died before his advent." 

And again, on p. 69, of Mr. Ballou's History, is the follow- 
ing note : — 

" Archbishop Potter, having spoken of Origen's belief in the sal- 
vation of all the damned, and of tfie devil himself, adds, ' from which 
opinion Clemens does not appear to have difiered much.' " 

And yet Mr. Smith can say of Origen and Clemens, " TJni- 
versalists themselves being judges, they have no claim upon 
these men"! But we ouglit not perhaps to complain of his 
contradicting Mr. Ballou, so grossly, when he contradicts 
himself, as blankly. In his third book, p. 10, he says that : — 

<* The Bible is appealed to now as the source and support of the 
deadliest delusions which it was given to destroy. Under the minis- 
try of James Relley and John Murray, between the years 1767 and 
1770, they were framed into a sysUm of Christian &ith, named Uni- 
versalism." 

Universalism, then, " was framed into a system,^^ as early as 
1770. This would make Universalism at least about seventy^ 
five years old. But in his larger work, p. 78, he says, that 
<* Universalism, as a system, we repeat, is a modern afiair, 
not yet thirty years of age." Sometimes he dates it back 
to the preaching of the serpent in the garden, sometimes to 
the time of Murray, 1770, sometimes to the publication of 
Mr. Ballou's Treatise, in 1818, and sometimes to the appear- 
ance of Mr. Balfour's work, in 1824. 

Here we will again refer the reader to the language of 
Prof. Olshausen, as quoted by Prof. Sears, in our last chap- 
ter : " There have been many UniversaHsts in all ages, but 
there are more in this age than there ever were before." 

We have thus noticed Mr. Smith's charge of modemness, 
not because we consider antiquity as any evidence of truth 
or value in religion ; but for the sake of truth. If God had 
revealed a new truth but yesterday, it would be as valuable 
as if it had been revealed by Moses. Antiquity of origin is 
an argument never urged in support of a sentiment save 
when its soundness is suspected by its friends. It is the 
argument by which Judaism claims preeminence over Chris- 
tianity, Catholicism over the church of England, Episcopa- 
lianism over Puritanism, Puritanism over Methodism, and in 
short, all elder errors, over the reforms that succeed them. 
And, in conclusion, we will give an extract fiom Mr. Southy 
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written when he was, or pretended to be, a XJniversalist, and 
published, we believe, originally, in the * Watchman' : — 

"LETTER TO A FRIEND. 

"Dcor Sir, — In your communication to me touching the subject 
of universal salvation, you have much to say on the antiquity of the 
opposite doctrine ; and from this, you infer that because it is old it 
must he true. Grant that it is old, and what does it prove? Not 
that the sentiment is. true. Error is nothing but error, though it 
should become grey-headed. You also say that the majority of the 
Christian world have always opposed Universalism, and received the 
opposite sentiment. Grant this also, and what does it prove ? Not 
that the opposite is correct. What do numbers, towards establishing 
the truth of falsehood ? Thousands, and thousandls of thousands, 
would do but little towards turning falsehood into truth ; and if but 
one was found on the side of truth, it would be truth, notwith- 
standing. 

*^ Was EKjah a fitlso prophet, because there were five hundred on 
the opposite side? Were Shadrach, Meshach, and Abednego, idola- 
ters, because all the people in the reahn worshipped the image while 
they refused to do homage ? 

** Was Daniel the only licentious and wicked person in the king- 
dom, because he was not among the princes at the impious feaat? 
Was Jesus Christ any less the teacher sent from God, because he 
opposed all the wisdom and religion of his day? Were all the 
apostles fools and vain pretenders, because alone and single-handed, 
they faced a frowning world ; and opposed spiritual wickedness in 
high places? Were the reformers men of no sense ; were they any 
less engaged in the work of love and goodness, because they were 
few in comparison with those whom they opposed ? 

" All this you must allow, and more, if your argument is of any 
force. If you would reject universal salvation on this ground, you 
would also cast aside all the improvements the world has ever made 
in wisdom and knowledge. Public opinion is no guide — the multi- 
tude have always walked the broad road to death. To the law and 
to the testimony we must appeal, and by ita decision we stand or 
faU." 

X. CHANGES IN THE FORM OF UNIVERSALISM. 

Mr. Smith complains that Universalism is fluctuating in 
its form. He says, p. 77, that, — 

*^ The system has never been the same in any two periods of time. 
The doctnnes of Uniriersalism ; the arguments offeied in its favor ; 
the expositions of Scripture, which distmguish it in one age, are set 
aside in the next ; and other doctrines, and other expositions, con- 
flicting and contradictory, take their place. An argument advanced 
against Universalism in one age, will not touch the system in the 
next. Nothing connected wiUi Universaiiinii is permanent, except 
its moral results," &;o. 
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In Universalism, all that constitutes its essence — the 
final holiness and happiness of all men — is permanent. 
This has ever been the distinguishing characteristic of our 
faith. Formerly its believers were Trinitarians. Now they 
believe, generally, in the unity of- God. Some believe in 
limited future punishment, and others in immediate happi- 
ness after death. We adopt no human Procrustean creed, to 
fasten the faith of men to any one mile-stone in the march of 
mind ; but leave the mind .open for the reception of new light. 

And now let us inquire if limitarianism has ever changed 
its form. In one age, it was held that the atonement through 
Christ's death, was made to the devil, to satisfy his claim upon 
man, by the sufferings which he was permitted to inflict upon 
the Saviour. At another age-, it is held, that the atonement 
was made to God, by the death of his own Son, which he 
inflicted to satisfy his vengeance towards mankind. At one 
time, the doctrine »f endless misery is put ibrth in the form 
of a decree of Calvinistic reprobation ; and at another, in 
the Arminian shape of a suicidal abuse of our own free 
agency. Sometimes it is described as consisting in literal 
burnings of a mineral fuel, fanned by the wrath of God; 
and at others, in the eternal gnawings of an ofiended con- 
science. Now, it is threatened as the retrospective penalty 
for past sins ; and then again, it is predicated on the ground 
of endless sinning. It therefore comes with an ill-grace 
from this thrice converted and yet unfledged advocate of this 
chameleon system of theology, to speak of the jiwotwation of 
Universalism. 

We have now finished our " Review" of Mr. Smith's slan- 
ders of Universalist character, and misrepresentations of Uni- 
versalist doctrine. Soon after the publication of his larger 
book, an advertisement of the work, written by the author 
or some of his friends, appeared in a Boston paper, and read 
as follows : — 

" Universalism Unmasked, by M. Hale Smith, who has been a 
preacher of that faith twelve years, and whose statements are cor- 
roborated by testimony and acknowledgments firom Universalist 
Ministers, Editors, &c., to die * dreadful moral tendency of their 
faith.' ' A house divided against itself cannot stand.* It is believed 
that no person, be his faith what it may, can read this work with an 
honest desire ailer truth, and come to any other conclusion, than that 
it is the device of the devil," &c. 

There was doubtless a slip of the pen, in writing this 
advertisement. It was probably designed to represent TJm^ 
versalismy and not the book^ as the "device of the devil." , 
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" It is belieTcd that no person, be his faith what it may, can 
read this work with an hanSkt desire after truths and come to 
■■ any other conclusion than that" — the advertisement above 
quoted, was an unintentional truth, and fully applicable to 
the work we have reviewed. 

CONCLUDING REMARKS. 

We would now exhort the candid inquirer to an attentive 
and prayerful perusal of the Scriptures of divine trath, which 
are able to make us ^'wise unto salvation." And especially 
would we recommend reading the sacred volume through, in 
course, with a special reference to the subjects of punish- 
ment and salvation. Be particular to note the passage 
where the astounding doctrine of endless punishment, if 
anywhere, was first revealed. If revealed at all, it would 
naturally have been promulgated somewhere in connection 
with the history of sin. Look, then, particularly at the 
punishment pronounced and inflicted upon our first parents, 
upon Cain, upon the Sodomites, upon the antediluvians, upon 
Pharaoh ; and especially examine the catalogue of threaten- 
ings to the Jews, as the penalties for violating the Mosaic 
law. These will be found at large, in the 28th chapter of 
Deuteronomy. At the same time, note the "exceeding 
great and precious promises" of " salvation unto the ends of 
the earth." 

One word, in conclusion, to believers in God's impartial 
grace. Brethren, " adorn the doctrine of God our Saviour, 
in all things." Ours is a joyous faith, full of consolation for 
bereavement and sorrow. Bat in order to be enjoyed, it 
must be lived. " The grace of God which bringeth salvation 
to all men hath appeared, teaching us, that, denying ungod- 
liness and worldly lusts, we should live soberly, righteously, 
and godly, in this present world." 

Let such be our co\irse. Let us also endure persecution 
without excitement or revenge. The truth is in the hand of 
Gpd, and men "cannot overthrow it." "Blessed are ye 
when men shall revile you, and persecute you, and shall 
say all manner of evil against you falsely, for my sake." 
Only let these slanders be fafs^i and in proportion to their 
amount and bitterness, and falsity, will be the prosperity of 
the cause and the people, against which they are directed, 
" The Lord hath done great things for us, whereof we are 
glad." But we must also do for our selves,. by exerting the 
powers that God hath given us, in the cause of truthi and 
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